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Abbreviations and definitions 
 
 
ReMEIC Research Master’s Programme in European and International 
Criminology. In this report, ReMEIC refers to the two-year strategic 
partnership that was set up to develop and support IMARC – the two-
year Research Master Programme (infra). 
     
IMARC    International Master’s in Advanced Research in Criminology.  
Subtitle: Border Crossing, Security and Social Justice. This is the new, 
international, research master developed by the ReMEIC Strategic 
Partnership. The programme will be coordinated by EUR with partners 
UniBo, UKent and UGhent. 
 
IO2 The Second Intellectual Output elaborated by the ReMEIC Strategic 
Partnership, led by Ghent University. The activities and results of this 
IO are central to this document. 
 
UGhent   Ghent University, Belgium.  
UKent    University of Kent, United Kingdom. 
EUR    Erasmus University Rotterdam, Netherlands. 





This report outlines the process and results of the work undertaken by Ghent University in 
collaboration with colleagues involved in the ReMEIC Strategic Partnership on the Intellectual Output 
2 (IO2). This resulted in a ‘Network partner based guidebook for research cooperation and joint 
supervision and evaluation’. This document outlines the rationale and process through which this 
guidebook has been compiled. Moreover, we articulate the tangible outcomes delivered, which are of 
relevance to the IMARC programme in particular and, more broadly, to other programmes that pursue 
international collaboration (including co-supervision and harmonised evaluation);1 cross-fertilisation 
between universities and non-HEI partners;2 and fruitful cooperation on a wide array of research 
topics, where each partner’s expertise is mapped and acknowledged, while still retaining an 
overarching perspective and a broad thematic denominator.3 
 
The aim of ReMEIC is to significantly contribute to the construction of the IMARC programme 
(International Master’s in Advanced Research in Criminology). The consortium consists of four 
partners: Ghent University, Erasmus University Rotterdam, University of Kent and University of 
Bologna, and involves a group of network partners (‘stakeholders’; current list is updated in October 
2018 it is included in annex I). IMARC aims to provide knowledge and skills in criminology and is 
particularly concerned with border crossing, security and social justice. This international and cross-
university collaboration (including partners located in the faculties/departments of law, political 
science and social sciences) will not only focus on innovative criminological scholarship, but will equally 
foster advanced and transferrable theoretical, methodological and professional knowledge and skills 
that are relevant in the globalised late modern context. This context is characterised by an increased 
mobility of persons, goods and information; fluid political, economic and personal relationships; 
transnational serious and/or organised crime; and concerns with security and crime control. Highly 
trained professionals who foster interdisciplinary, transnational, multiperspectivist and critical 
understandings of the dynamics of border crossing, security and social justice are therefore much 
needed.   
At its heart, the programme puts forward internationalisation and cross-national cooperation and it 
recruits excellent students from different parts of the world.  
 
The ReMEIC Strategic Partnership has delivered four Intellectual Outputs (IO):  
• A design of the programme course structure (IO1, led by the University of Bologna); 
• A guide to research cooperation within the master’s programme and between the programme 
and network partners (IO2, led by Ghent University); 
• The integration of IMARC in the Common Study Programme in Critical Criminology (CSP) with 
the elaboration of a set of transferable, good practice guidelines in (i) training for postgraduate 
conference presentation, and (ii) the cultivation of conference-based informal learning (IO3, 
led by the University of Kent).  
                                                          
1 Please refer to section C concerning supervision and evaluation criteria. 
2 Please refer to section B on network partner identification and consultation. 
3 Please refer to section A where we discuss research topics that are compatible with the scope of IMARC. 
  
• A transferable quality assurance and governance framework as well as a consortium 
agreement (IO4, led by Erasmus University Rotterdam); 
 
This report concerns IO2 in particular. The purpose of this IO was to maximise research perspectives 
and opportunities for future students; to identify and address the research needs of network partners; 
to identify potential internships for students and related requirements; to build a ‘Network Partner 
Committee’ that functions as an advisory board for the IMARC programme; and to harmonise 
supervision and evaluation practices across IMARC partner universities. To this end, the IO maps:    
 [A] The existing academic expertise that relates to IMARC perspectives and research topics 
(related to border crossing, security and social justice) of each partner and researchers at partner 
institutions, including those colleagues who are not directly involved in the consortium;  
[B] The needs of network partners and possible research facilitators. This has been realised by 
(1) mapping potential network partners with each consortium partner; (2) consulting the network 
partners through questionnaires in order to map their research needs, internship possibilities and 
procedures and their willingness to cooperate with the IMARC programme; (3) building a Network 
Partner Committee; and (4) engaging directly with network partners during four multiplier events. 
Such ‘multiplier events’ are events organised to share the intellectual outputs of the project with a 
wider audience. Our multiplier events reflected the idea of active partnership with our network 
partners. By bringing practitioners and academics together, we have created (a) a platform where 
research needs and questions, and the intellectual outputs of the IMARC project could be aligned and 
shared, and (b) where we could explore what we can mean to each other.  
The first multiplier event (4 December 2017, Ghent) served to present IMARC to potential non-HEI 
network partners and to explore the field of the different partners. 
The second multiplier event (24 May 2018, Rotterdam) was a dilemma-based interaction amongst 
different network-partners (i.e. non-HEI stakeholders) and with IMARC consortium partners. 
The third multiplier event (30 August 2018, Sarajevo) served to present IMARC (including the four 
ReMEIC intellectual outputs), to the criminological community at large, during the annual conference 
of the European Society of Criminology. 
A fourth multiplier event took place at the ‘common session’ (please refer to IO3) in Copenhagen (18 
[OP1]October 2018), where IMARC and ReMEIC IO3 in particular was discussed with master-students in 
criminology from twelve participating universities. Reports of all four multiplier events are attached in 
Annex II. 
[C] The development of a joint research supervision and evaluation system to maximise 
consistency in evaluation and assure quality of supervision of research papers and Master theses. 
Questionnaires have been sent to the consortium partners to map current practices and procedures 
(included in Annex III), after which a common supervision and evaluation system has been developed 
(please refer to Annex IV).  
 
The results of this IO2 have been compiled in the document called ‘Network partner based guidebook 
for research cooperation, joint supervision and evaluation’ (attached in Annex V) that will guide 
network partners in working with students and will equally provide practical guidelines for students 
during their research projects.  
 
As noted above, our outputs are not solely related to the IMARC programme – mutatis mutandis – 
they can be transferable to other programmes within a wide array of social sciences and elsewhere. In 
  
this sense, our report not only contributes to the development of the IMARC programme but is 
intended as an outline of good practices while setting up international inter-university programmes 
(cf. mapping research topics and assessing their relevance for the overall goals of the programme; 
developing common supervision and evaluation criteria) and/or programmes aiming to actively involve 
non-HEI partners in research facilitation, internship, and eventually, to build professional networks and 
to facilitate students’ transition to the labour market. The description of the process and results of our 
project can therefore be seen as a toolbox that could serve broader educational and network-
developing purposes (for this reason, we also include templates of the questionnaires and other 
instruments constructed in annexes).  
 
This report is structured as follows: Section A describes the process throughout which we have mapped 
the existing expertise and possible research topics within network partners (including research 
expertise of colleagues at partner universities who are not directly involved in ReMEIC). In addition to 
summarising the existing research topics, we considered it important to assess and align the in-house 
expertise with the thematic scope of the IMARC programme. With regard to mapping of the research 
topics and assessing their compatibility with the scope of IMARC, we discuss the process, results and 
impact (including lessons learned and transferability) of our endeavours. 
 
Section B discusses the ways in which we have identified and consulted (by means of questionnaires 
and multiplier events) relevant non-HEI partners that will facilitate students’ research, internships and, 
potentially, further trajectory towards the labour market. Also, with regard to network partners’ 
identification and consultation, we outline the process, results and impact (including lessons learned 
and transferability) of our activities. 
 
Finally, section C discusses the ways in which ReMEIC partners have developed shared supervision and 
evaluation criteria for students’ Master’s theses. Again, we address the process, results and impact 




A. Research topics and their compatibility with the scope of IMARC 
 
A.1. Constructing the list of research topics and assessing their compatibility with the 
scope of IMARC 
 
In order to maximise complementarity, we have developed an inventory of research topics, and 
thematic perspectives present at ReMEIC partner universities. The initial document mapping research 
topics, perspectives and interested colleagues was developed by UGhent and sent to all partners for 
feedback. This exchange was systematised by means of a template questionnaire (please refer to 
Annex VI). 
Furthermore, we have assessed whether these topics and perspectives fit the different dimensions of 
IMARC (border crossing, security, and social justice). Specifically, UGhent has drafted criteria for IMARC 
dimensions and consulted partners in order to validate the criteria.  
Aside from research themes, colleagues could indicate from which perspective they work (open 
question). It became clear that a variety of approaches have been developed at different partner 
universities. Hence, instead of ‘dividing’ the themes amongst partners, we have chosen to encourage 
multiperspectivism and to approach the relevant topics from different yet complementary 
perspectives (on the interrelated topics of border crossing, security and social justice) that have been 
fostered at the partner institutions.  
 
UGhent has subsequently checked whether the listed topics and perspectives fit the validated IMARC 
dimensions. Finally, UGhent has optimised these topics and perspectives and has drafted a final 
document (which is reflected in part 1 of the Network partner based guidebook; please refer to Annex 
V).  
 
A.2. Outcomes of the compilation and assessment of relevant research topics 
 
After exploring existing research topics and perspectives of each partner and potential researchers 
beyond the colleagues directly involved in the ReMEIC consortium, the following criteria were 
developed to check whether these topics and perspectives fit the different dimensions of IMARC 
(please refer to Annex VI). These criteria will also assist students in ascertaining whether their selected 
research topics for the Master’s thesis are in line with the IMARC dimensions. 
Every research topic should at least fit the Border Crossing dimension on the one hand and the Social 
Justice and/or Security dimension on the other hand. However, the Social Justice and the Security 
dimensions will often be intertwined and students are encouraged to integrate both. When addressing 
topics that fit these dimensions, IMARC students should pay attention to the overall importance of 
theoretical analyses, critical dimensions, and cultural contexts, processes and production.   
 
A schematic overview of the criteria of IMARC dimensions is provided beneath and they are further 
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2.1.1. A (human) rights perspective 
2.1.2. A social perspective 
2.1.3. Social prevention 
2.1.4. Crime & punishment 
2.1.5. A critical and cultural analysis 
2.1.6. ‘Vulnerable groups’ 
 
2.2.1. Prevention 
2.2.2. Regulations, criminal policy and other measures 
2.2.3. Security policy 
2.2.4. Border control 
2.2.5. Crime and punishment / penology 






• The topic covers a transnational phenomenon (Border Crossing dimension)  
 
To be able to combine viewpoints from within different disciplines (e.g. legal, political, cultural and 
sociological approaches), the Border Crossing element can be broadly interpreted. A particular focus 
will be on migration. Possible foci within this dimension are listed below:  
 




1.1.1.1. Victims (e.g. victims of human trafficking and smuggling; victims of terrorist attacks; 
sexual exploitation; labour exploitation; international victimology; …); 
1.1.1.2. Perpetrators (e.g. transnational organised crime; offender mobility; transfer of prisoners; 
international legal persons; …);  
1.1.1.3. National governmental actors that work across borders, for example through cooperation 
or joined investigation (e.g. police; domestic coastal and border guards; customs; military; 
government policy; actors of the criminal justice system; private security actors; …); 
1.1.1.4. Supranational governmental actors (e.g. Europol; G20; UN; NATO; OECD; European 
Border and Coast Guard Agency; Frontex; …); 
1.1.1.5. Non-governmental actors that operate across borders, e.g. NGO’s, grassroots 
movements, citizen’s initiatives. 
 
1.1.2. Goods and services 
 
1.1.2.1. Prohibited goods (e.g. illegal trade in wildlife or in goods prohibited on environmental 
grounds, child pornography); 
1.1.2.2. Controlled goods (e.g. arms and drug trafficking, endangered species and plant products, 
nuclear material, body parts); 




1.1.3.1. (Private) intelligence services; 
1.1.3.2. Communication from/within criminal organisations (e.g. encrypted communications, use 
of social media by terrorist organisations). 
 







1.2.1.3. Criminalisation of migration (“Crimmigration”): (a) the blurred boundary between 
administrative immigration law and criminal law in the migration management & 
detention process (b) cultural turn through which migrants are increasingly treated as 
criminals (and eventually incarcerated) (cf. social justice); 
1.2.1.4. Global flows of people; 
1.2.1.5. Intra-European migration; 
1.2.1.6. EU immigration policy; 
1.2.1.7. Administrative detention; 
1.2.1.8. ID controls by the police; 
1.2.1.9. The role of courts (e.g. in validating detention/deportation). 
 
1.2.2. Transnational terrorism (e.g. foreign fighters) 
 
1.2.3. Transnational fraud 
 
1.2.3.1. Cross-border fraud and financial crime (missing trader fraud; customs fraud; offshore 
banking; money laundering); 




1.2.4.1. Big Data; 
1.2.4.2. Technology; 
1.2.4.3. Hacking; 




1.3. Phenomena with a global or transnational relevance due to their scale of impact 
 
1.3.1. International conflicts 
 
1.3.2. Violations of international humanitarian law  
 
1.3.2.1. Crimes against humanity; 
1.3.2.2. Genocide; 
1.3.2.3. War crimes; 
1.3.2.4. Crimes of aggression. 
 
1.3.3. Radicalisation and extremism 
 
1.3.3.1. Aetiology (e.g. segregation in urban contexts, prison treatment, exclusion, …) (cf. Social 
Justice); 
1.3.3.2. Radicalisation and extremism in prison (cf. Security). 
 
  
1.3.4. National conflicts with a cross-border element because of their: 
 
1.3.4.1. Geopolitical relevance;  
1.3.4.2. Destabilising situation. 
 
1.4. Global and comparative studies 
 
1.4.1. Comparative criminal justice studies 
1.4.2. Comparative criminology 
 
1.4.2.1. Cross-cultural or cross-national study of crime and crime control; 
1.4.2.2. Studying theory of crime at an international level. 
 
1.4.3. Global criminology 
1.4.3.1. Crime and crime control in the globalised context; 
1.4.3.2. Theories of global criminology. 
 
1.4.4. A study of a (hyper)local issue that is considered to be a universal phenomenon 
 
 
2. Topics that deal with either Social Justice or Security dimensions 
 
Although it is sufficient for a topic that has a trans-border element to fit either a social justice or 
security dimension to fall within the scope of IMARC, these dimensions may be interconnected and 
understood as interdisciplinary. It is quite possible for research in security to take into account the 
broad concerns of social justice and vice versa (e.g. border control).  
 
2.1. Social Justice 
 
Social justice is an elusive term to define. An understanding of social justice plays an important role in 
creating an inclusive environment, the fair distribution of wealth, guaranteeing equal opportunity and 
legal protection. Social justice is relevant in any critical and cultural analysis of crime, social harm, 
victimisation, government policy, policing and criminal justice. The concept of social justice is 
interpreted in broad terms, taken from legal, sociological and political research traditions, to include 
one or more of the following concerns, which may overlap and interact: 
 
Possible approaches within this dimension:  
 
2.1.1. A (human) rights perspective 
 
e.g. advocating justice for migrants (administrative detention, deportation, border 
control, …). 
  
e.g. advocating justice for prisoners, environment, physically and mentally 
disabled. 
 
2.1.2. A social perspective: the societal context and the analytical backdrop against which crime 
phenomena and the European policy responding thereto can be critically assessed and 
understood in the broader social sense. 
e.g. migrant incorporation vs. exclusion: out of fear for unsafety and terrorism, 
many of the internal control measures lead to increasing marginalisation and 
criminalisation of unwanted immigrants; social deviance; racism; hate crimes 
e.g. phenomena such as segregation and exclusion as underlying causes of 
radicalisation and extremism. 
 
2.1.3. Social prevention: halting or reducing crime as a social phenomenon and talking the (social) 
root causes of crime. 
 
2.1.4. Crime and punishment: legitimacy of police control and interventions of other criminal justice 
actors; social reintegration and rehabilitation.  
 
2.1.5. A critical and cultural analysis: 
e.g. the role of formal equality of opportunity, privileges, protections, democratic 
access, political engagement, fair treatment, etc., regardless of race, 
ethnic/national origin, socioeconomic status, gender, sexual orientation, age or 
disability; 
e.g. the role that equitable/inequitable wealth and income distribution plays in 
substantive equalities/inequalities; 
e.g. the relationship between formal and substantive equality; between inequality 
and processes of marginalisation and social exclusion; 
e.g. the role that the distribution of power and imbalances in power relations play 
in the equal/unequal distribution of economic, social and cultural 
capacities/capabilities/capital; in the way in which crime is defined and 
differentiated from wider, non-criminalised social harms; in the social 
differentiation between tolerated and non-tolerated illegalities; in the generation 
of social harm and crimes; in policing, security and criminal justice processes; 
e.g. how inequalities play a role in the distribution of crime victimisation as well as 
in the victimisation related to social harms (such as environmental social harm); 
e.g. the role of social justice as considered above in the ethics and politics of the 
research process; 
e.g. the relationship between the aspects listed above to cultural contexts, 
processes and production.  
 
2.1.6. Actors that can be labelled as ‘vulnerable groups’ (migrants; drug users; youth; vulnerability 
because of gender, sexual orientation, physical or mental disabilities, race or ethnicity; …). 
e.g. the undocumented migrant as the new subject that is being bordered, 
punished, targeted as dangerous and excluded as full citizen, but ‘included’ as 
useful and cheap workforce in the Global North. 
  
 
2.2. Security  
 
Security captures the protective measures against crime, deviance and other phenomena described 
above, i.e. regulations, policies and other measures, with which the EU or specific member states 
respond to the various challenges posed the influx of immigrants within the EU, contemporary criminal 
activities, etc. 
 
Possible dimensions of this topic include: 
2.2.1. Prevention 
2.2.2. Regulations, criminal policy and other measures in response to contemporary criminal 
activities and deviant behaviour 
2.2.3. Security policy 
2.2.4. Border control 
2.2.5. Crime and punishment / penology 
2.2.6. Critical-theoretical and/or cultural studies of the ways in which discourses and practices of 
security relate to surveillance, control, technology, power relations, social justice, privacy, and 
the transnational reality. 
 
Alongside the topical dimensions, a varied list of ‘perspectives’ has been compiled. The overview of 
the perspectives was ascertained from the responses of researchers at the partner universities (which 
was an open question). Included perspectives concern e.g. social deviance, offender mobility, critical 
and cultural criminological perspectives on social exclusion, victim perspectives, comparative studies, 
human rights perspective, sociological theory, crime control, etc. 
   
The list of topics and perspectives offers a ‘living’ and comprehensive overview of the available 
expertise and research interests. Please refer to ‘Network partner based guidebook’ in Annex V for an 
inventory of specific research topics and perspectives of researchers at each university (at the time of 
completing the first questionnaire). This inventory is meant to be a dynamic document, which will be 
uploaded in a shared Dropbox folder and updated at least once a year. Each academic year, the 
consortium partners, together with the Network Partner Committee and other involved non-HEI 
partners will review the research topics and perspectives, to make sure that the updated list reflects 
actual needs and challenges in the professional field and within academia. Subsequently, the list of 




A.3. Impact, transferability and lessons learned from the compilation and assessment of 
research topics 
 
Through systematic mapping, communication and continuous feedback amongst partner universities 
and between partner universities and the involved non-HEI organisations, we have created a ‘living’ 
overview of the existing expertise that is continuously available to students. This document serves as 
a tangible and structured overview of possible paper and thesis topics, which can be further discussed 
and fine-tuned with the respective colleagues (see also IO1).  
 
The document harmonises the programme in the sense that it indicates which complementary 
perspectives can be integrated. It also activates students to contact supervisors at different partner 
institutions, which includes colleagues that are not immediately involved in IMARC. This stimulates 
multiperspectivist and international collaboration and enhances sharing ideas and networking. 
Moreover, we have experienced how regular exchanges and feedback stimulate continued interest 
and support from the non-HEI partners. Proceeding in this manner also allows researchers at partner 
universities who are not directly involved in ReMEIC to stay informed and ‘on board’. 
 
Aside from students’ needs, this exercise has enhanced cultural awareness of different definitions and 
perspectives that we use in research, indirectly stimulating research visibility and researchers’ 
cooperation. Such exchanges are of considerable value also outside of the IMARC programme. In that 
sense, the way in which we have created the questionnaire while constructing this overview can be of 
relevance (as a template) to programmes seeking to create synergy, complementarity and shared 




B. Identification and consultation of network partners 
 
 
B.1. Process of identification and consultation, and multiplier events involving network 
partners 
 
UGhent has identified potential network partners (policy makers, NGO’s, prospective students, 
professional actors and organisations, alumni, international relations offices, etc.). Specifically, UGhent 
has drafted a document to map existing and new and overarching network partners (both national and 
international), which could be relevant for the IMARC programme. All consortium partners have been 
consulted and have provided their feedback on the draft, which was subsequently adjusted by UGhent, 
incorporating partners’ input. The final document has been circulated amongst partners, all of whom 
have filled it out (i.e. listing potential network partners) and returned it to UGhent. Based on this input, 
UGhent has developed an inventory of existing and new network partners. A wide array of interested 
organisations has been reached (please refer to Annex I for the current state of affairs). 
 
Between September and November 2017, the four ReMEIC consortium partners invited potential 
network partners to participate in a questionnaire concerning research needs, research questions and 
procedures for cooperation (including internships), and to be actively involved in the further 
development of IMARC (as part of a Network Partner Committee or otherwise facilitating the 
programme). This questionnaire has been developed upon consultation with ReMEIC partners (the 
network partners questionnaire is attached in annex VII). 
 
Subsequently, UGhent has analysed the data gathered during this consultation of potential network 
partners and checked whether the inventory of partners who would be willing to join the Network 
Partner Committee is balanced and representative (cf. aims and dimensions of IMARC). We then 
consulted with partners in view of optimizing balance and representativeness of our Network Partner 
Committee. 
 
The result was the establishment of our Network Partner Committee (currently consisting of 12[OP5] 
partners). Simultaneously, we were able to identify network partners that will be involved in the 
programme in a range of other capacities (i.e. not as part of the Network Partner Committee but e.g. 
through providing relevant research topics, facilitating research or internships). UGhent has developed 
a draft report of the network partners’ consultation, which was circulated amongst ReMEIC partners. 
Partners have reviewed the draft report and have sent their comments back to UGhent. Finally, 
UGhent has developed the final report (please refer to part 2. A, B and C of this Guidebook, attached 
in Annex V).  
  
All partner universities were also involved in the preparation of the first multiplier event (please refer 
to section B.3.) with regard to the IO they are responsible for. UGhent prepared logistics and 
coordination of the first multiplier event (4 December 2017, Ghent). During the first multiplier event, 
the IMARC programme was presented to the network partners (please refer to Annex II for the detailed 
report of this event). Moreover, different dimensions of IMARC have been outlined. This was followed 
  
by an overview of the in-house expertise, categorised in accordance with the IMARC dimensions (i.e. 
mobility, security and social justice). The third part of this event involved a network partner 
consultation about the learning outcomes (e.g. relevant intellectual competences, field-specific 
competences, methodological competences and learning attitude). Furthermore, our non-HEI partners 
were given the opportunity to present themselves and to articulate their needs. Finally, this event lead 
to the formation of a Network Partner Committee of the IMARC programme. For more details, please 
see to the report of this multiplier event in annex II. 
Also the second multiplier event (elaborated in the next section) served to further strengthen the 
network by bringing the partners together to discuss particular dilemmas and questions arising from 
their practice. 
 




Eleven of the organisations consulted, which are able to facilitate research, are interested in sharing  
their internal organisational structure and approaches. For almost all organisations, IMARC students 
could be of assistance by analysing problems, conducting qualitative research, presenting findings to 
different departments and/or implementing knowledge. 
Several organisations also explicitly expressed their wish to be informed of new and relevant research 
results regarding themes and topics they are dealing with, for example via access to online databases 




Although not all organisations shared research questions concerning the topics and phenomena they 
are currently dealing with, almost of all them indicated a willingness to share research questions in the 
future. Specific proposed research questions can be found in the network partner sheet. Students are 
free to propose other research questions within the field of expertise of the organisation. Examples of 
the currently collected research themes and questions (which is intended to be a dynamic document, 
accessible to students online and at least annually actualised by IMARC partners) can be found in the 




Internships and research places 
 
Network partners provided us with an estimate of the number of students for whom they would 
possibly be able to facilitate research. The actual number of internship or research places a partner 
has to offer will be confirmed once IMARC starts. This will depend upon the themes of the internship 
assignments and the internal circumstances at that moment. The current state of affairs (which is a 
dynamic document) can be found in the Network Partner Based Guidebook in Annex V. 
 
Main responsibilities of the student during the internship 
 
All internship [SM6][OP7]places will need to enable students to conduct independent research. Next to 
this, students can also be asked to contribute to the development of policy or to execute administrative 
tasks. Other activities an intern might come into contact with during his or her internship and specific 
expectations of an intern are described in the network partner sheets (the sheets will be made 
available to students via the digital platform and the internship coordinator will have more detailed 
sheets with direct contact information, etc.). 
 
Access to data 
 
Students can gain access to data at a number of organisations (currently 12) and can collect data, for 
example, through participant observation (currently at 10 organisations) and/or consulting experts and 
specialists (currently at 10 organisations). Some organisations require the clearance of credentials first; 
this can take from 1 week up to 1 month. Given the confidentiality of their data, several organisations 
impose the obligation of professional secrecy upon their interns[SM8][OP9][W10]. 
 
Internship acceptance procedure 
 
Most organisations will only accept an intern after receiving a CV and a motivation letter. A minority 
of the organisations expect a detailed description of the internship assignment or will only accept an 
intern after an interview. In some cases, an extract of the criminal record is required. In case the 
demand for a specific internship exceeds the offer, some  organisations would prefer that the 
internship coordinator of the university chooses the candidates based on their grades and written 




A number of organisations (currently 6) willing to facilitate research would consider hiring a graduate 
student after he or she successfully finishes the internship. 
 
IMARC students can consult the network partner sheets for students on the digital learning platform 
for more detailed information per partner. If they want to apply for an internship or a research 
assignment, students have to contact the internship coordinator who has access to the network 
partner sheets that contain more detailed information on the procedures for cooperation and the 
  
commitment of the network partners mentioned in our Network Partner Based Guidebook (please 
refer to Annex V). 
 
Network Partner Committee 
 
After consulting potential (local and international) network partners on research questions and 
procedures for cooperation, we invited them (guided by their expression of interest on the one hand 
and the relevance of their input for the scope of IMARC on the other) to be part of the Network Partner 
Committee through which they were involved in discussions on (a) setting up a relevant set of courses 
and tracks, (b) developing harmonised intercultural and international learning outcomes that prepare 
students to work in their field of expertise and (c) the quality assurance and evaluation of the Master’s 
thesis. Please refer to Annex V for the current state of affairs. 
 
Second multiplier event  
 
After the formation of the Network Partner Committee, a second multiplier event was held in 
Rotterdam on 24 May 2018. The aim of this event was to strengthen the relationships between practice 
and research by jointly investigating solutions for practical, ethical and scientific dilemmas; by 
identifying strategies for collaboration; and by formulating research themes that are at the heart of 
the IMARC curriculum. We invited network partners to participate in a number of interactive sessions 
around specific dilemmas and pressing issues faced by our network partners.   
 
We invited our network partners to share current topics and important dilemma’s as input for 
interactive discussions with other network partners, academics and prospective students. This serves 
as a first inventory of research questions that would be relevant for the partners. The following 
research questions and topics emerged during the discussions:  
 
Session 1A: Undocumented Migrants and Human Rights 
• What rules are put in place which result in the criminalization of undocumented 
migrants/asylum seekers? 
• What is the difference, if any, between undocumented migrants and asylum seekers? 
• What are the moral principles of border control, hidden behind legal procedures, if 
any? 
• Some deportation acts are enacted even if law should not allow them, empirical 
research on this topic is needed. 
• What are the different actors involved in bordering processes?  
• Everyone has the right to become asylum seeker. The problem is if they have the right 
to apply. Research should be carried out on the right to apply for asylum. 
• What is the harm caused by border control? Who is harmed by border control, and 
how? 
• Terrorist attacks may be studied as harm done to society, which is instigated by people 
who experience marginalisation, trauma and injustice.  
• What is the role and forms of ethnic profiling in different EU member states after 
2015? 
  
• What are the influences of social media and diffusion of fake news in perceptions of 
migration? 
• We need more comparative research on deportation in different European countries. 
 
Session 1B: Crime Prevention 
1. Effect studies: 
• Which preventative measures work, and how, in what kind of situation? Do they 
achieve the pre-set goals (e.g. Passenger Name Record, Foreign Terrorist Fighters)? It 
is essential to be as precise as possible as regarding the type of crime and the context 
in which crime emerges. 
• Situational prevention with respect to ‘mundane’ crime, related to cross-border crime. 
• Best practices with respect to prevention of violent radicalization. 
• Best practices with respect to prevention of environmental harm, notably with respect 
to the corporate actors. 
• How to sensibilise all EU member states of the added value of crime prevention? How 
to increase prevention against threats relating to EU crime priorities and build the law 
enforcement capacity to tackle crime? 
• How can European Crime Prevention Network (EUCPN) motivate policy makers to (a) 
keep investing in crime prevention so that it can take up its rightful place within the EU 
Policy Cycle, (b) install prevention as a separate horizontal priority in the Policy Cycle 
(instead of joined into one horizontal priority together with capacity building)? How to 
make sure that the authors of Multi-annual Strategic Plans do not look at prevention 
as an extra burden? 
2. Development of alternative policy: 
• Creating different possible realities through explorative studies. 
3. Cross-border policy transfer studies: 
• How to implement policies from other countries in a culture-conscientious way? 
• Studies on the impact of corporate and organised crime on local communities and 
prevention policies in this respect. 
• Local safety programmes in an international comparative perspective, notably with 
respect to administrative, social and penal interventions. 
• Comparing specific cities, small towns as well as countries. 
4. Blind spots:  
• Should EUCPN focus on all the phenomena put forward by EUROPOL/priorities put 
forward by the EU Serious and Organised Crime Threat Assessment (e.g. organised 
property crime, trafficking in human beings, cybercrime, sexual exploitation of 
children, drugs) and/or find new ones? 
• Definition of “crime prevention” (vs. “pro-vention”). 
• The role of the informal economy: predominantly on the thin line between informal 
and illegal. 
• Contextualisation of crime prevention in political and economic reality. 
• What are the drivers that increase the impact of organized crime (e.g. technology, 
geopolitical contexts, Europe as a key location for crime, …)? 
• Relation with fraud and corruption.[OP11] 
  
• Crime moving to the country-side. 
• How effectiveness relates to privacy and human rights. 
• Relation between crime prevention and mental health issues. 
• Why law enforcement is mostly not in favour of crime prevention initiatives and why 
do municipalities indeed focus on them? 
• How do the local, national and EU-level relate to each other, and which instruments of 
crime prevention play a role at which level? 
• How to find an approach to crime prevention that works both on an EU and a local 
level (quid cultural issues)? 
• Which agencies have which means of crime prevention? 
• What are the various aspects of crime prevention at the European Union level, taking 
into account the EU crime prevention strategy? 
• How to make sure that prevention is not just mentioned on paper but that it becomes 
a reality (e.g. raise awareness, sensibilise with campaign materials, …)? 
• EU Member states often lack the budget for impact assessments of crime 
prevention/operational action plans/EMPACT (European Multidisciplinary Platform 
Against Criminal Threats) projects, which makes it difficult to convince other Member 
States to implement successful projects (Standing Committee on Operational 
Cooperation on Internal Security?).  
Session 1C: Criminal Justice versus Social Harms 
1. Possibilities to make a shift from criminal justice approaches towards social justice 
approaches: 
• Economics of punishment 
• Restorative justice 
• Evaluation of approaches towards phenomena (see below) 
• Political economy of crime 
• Public health dimension, doing research outside of the traditional criminal justice 
organisations 
2. Phenomena from a social justice approach (what lies beneath the surface?): 
• Radicalization 
• Drugs  
• Trafficking of human beings 
• Money laundering (technical confrontation between fraudsters and police or is it 
about legal versus illegal money), are there specific geographical regions to launder 
money (London).  
• Pollution in Europe  
• Fear, patterns of trauma 
3. Social justice and inequality: 
• Racial profiling, selection mechanisms in the criminal justice system 
• Youth delinquency 
• Ethnographic research: experiences of victims/perpetrators  
• Harm prevention approaches 
• Net-widening  
Session 2A: Community Crime Control, Migration and Criminalization 
  
• Basic international comparison between CCC experiences (explorative research). 
• Regional differences: immigration countries vs. countries with low numbers of 
immigrants.  
• How do minority groups themselves experience or perceive CCC? 
• How do digitalisation/social media influence criminalisation of migrants in Community 
Crime Prevention contexts?  
• What is the role of the police in encouraging unjust criminalization? 
• Are police officers aware of the moral issues connected to problematic use of CCC? 
• How are borders constituted (by state actors and non-state actors)? 
• What is the role of citizens in migration and security policies? 
• What is, if any, the interaction between the changing legal CCC framework, and how 
does it affect ethic profiling? 
• Comparisons between ethnic profiling at the local and at the international level. 
• Comparisons between ethnic profiling by the community [OP12]and ethnic profiling by 
the police. 
• Comparisons between profiling of minorities and of newly arrived migrant groups. 
• Are there any links between far right groups and people participating in the CCC 
groups? 
• A research could be carried out on the evaluation of the success of these CCC 
initiatives. 
Session 2B: Cocaine Trade 
1. Crime analysis: 
• Research on clans, perpetrators (who are they, motives, connections, …) 
• Money laundering (how?) 
• Waterbed effect (e.g. does drug enforcement in the Netherlands lead to an increased 
problem in Belgium?) 
• Crime facilitators 
2. Policy evaluation and the war on drugs: 
• Lessons learned, best practices: what can we learn from different countries 
• Evaluation of police/governmental policies and approaches and bilateral agreements 
(e.g. with Latin-American countries)  
• How do we research the war on drugs? 
• What are alternatives to the war on drugs (criminal justice approach)? 
• Health issues 
• Disruption of neighbourhoods 
• Harm reduction 
3. Root causes: 
• Consumption – role/responsibility of consumers 
• Cultivation 
• Socio-economic deprivation – inequalities 
• Gang cultures 
• Exclusion 
• Relationship police – civilians 
4. International cooperation: 
  
• Legal analysis 
• Compliance industry 
5. Methodology: 
• Big data – spotting irregularities (e.g. De Bijenkorf) 
• Social network analyses 
6. Blind spots: 
• The financial system 
• Shipping agencies 
• Corporate governance 
 
The outcomes of the interactive meeting in Rotterdam (‘second multiplier event’, please refer to Annex 
II for a detailed report) will be used to further shape collaboration between the universities and 
network partners and as input for the Master’s programme, this way advancing the connection 
between practice, research and teaching.  
 
 
B.3. Impact, transferability and lessons learned from network partner identification and 
consultation 
 
As yet, we have built connections with 40 non-HEI network partners who are active in the participating 
countries or who work globally. International and national governmental bodies, NGO’s and private 
companies are among our network partners. These organisations have shown interest in collaborating 
with IMARC, for example by offering internships for our students, providing input for the curriculum 
and advising on the relation between the programme and the professional field. Two ‘Multiplier 
Events’ in December 2017 (Ghent, establishing the network) and May 2018 (Rotterdam, where the 
partners were asked to present concrete dilemmas they encountered in their work, based on which all 
participants tried to come to research questions for IMARC students) aimed to strengthen the 
connection between ReMEIC and network partners and to actively involve the latter with the 
development of IMARC through the exchange of ideas between practice, research and education. A 
third (Sarajevo, August 2018) and fourth (Copenhagen, October 2018) multiplier event were aimed at 
respectively the criminological professional community and students. The outcomes of the events 
serve as input for the programme (please refer to Annex II for detailed reports of all four multiplier 
events). 
 
Our regular and active communication with the network partners – underpinned by the principles  of 
participation, ownership and co-creation - has contributed to fruitful cooperation with relevant sectors 
and to continued interest of our network partners. The network established through extensive 
consultation is heterogeneous and multidisciplinary. This way to proceed can serve as a good practice 
example to other programmes that aim to establish practice-research partnerships. The process of 
cooperation and participation (i.e. gathering research themes, inquiring about willingness to 
participate in research, securing attractive internships, active involvement in multiplier events, etc.) 
also enhances the visibility of the programme amongst network partners. Eventually, we anticipate 
that this will contribute to enhanced student career prospects. The nature of our participatory 
  
exchanges emphasised the need to articulate expectations regarding competences and attitudes of 
professionals (see also IO1), which also improves their labour market prospects. 
 
We intend to regularly inform our network partners about IMARC students’ completed research. To 
this end, the students will be asked to write comprehensive statements and (executive) summaries of 
their work. This also contributes to the valorisation of research[OP13]. Moreover, the partners will be 
invited to the closing event (please refer to IO1), where research outputs are presented. This can bring 
about an increased social impact of research and education. Overall, this can contribute to the 
promotion of critical thinking amongst practitioners (e.g. operationalisation and communication of 
abstract notions such as social justice). Researchers and students, in turn, become more aware of 
contemporary relevant themes and dilemmas. Fundamental research informed by practice-based 
needs and examples also increases students’ sense of entrepreneurship and relevance of their work. 
 
Finally, and more on a practical note, the harmonised network partner sheets (a template that could 
be used broadly, also outside for IMARC, is attached in Annex I) that we used in our partner 
consultations will be relevant to students as an overview of research facilitating contexts (the sheets 
will be available in a shared Dropbox folder). These sheets will also be used by internship coordinators 
to facilitate smooth communication and arrangements regarding students’ internships.  
  
C. Supervision and evaluation criteria 
 
C.1. Process of compiling common supervision and evaluation criteria 
 
 
UGhent has first sent a draft document to partners in order to consult them about their supervision 
and evaluation practices. A template was then constructed, which was filled out by all partners (the 
questionnaires are attached in Annex III and VIII). UGhent has made an inventory of regulations, 
criteria and templates of evaluation and supervision. Based on this inventory, a draft regulation for 
joint supervision and evaluation was developed and, subsequently, reviewed by all partners. After 
incorporating their feedback, UGhent has developed a common regulation for joint supervision and 
evaluation (outlined in detail in part 3 of the guidebook in Annex V). The same procedure was used in 
developing a draft template for evaluation of Master Dissertations (the template for evaluation of 
Master Dissertation can be found part 4 of the guidebook in Annex V). 
 
 




Operational guidelines for Master theses have been agreed upon with the ReMEIC partners. 
The Master’s thesis is a required part of the IMARC programme. Doing research in social sciences 
means that the student should design and conduct empirical research autonomously. In this research, 
both quantitative and qualitative methods can be used. A Master’s thesis consists of original empirical 
results (which can also be document-based, e.g. studies of police and judicial files, content and 
discourse analysis), carried out by the student; literature-based studies are only allowed if they have 
demonstrable innovative elements; sheer inventories of existing literature are not accepted as a 
research Master’s thesis. 
The research shall draw on and deepen subjects covered in the courses, build on the knowledge and 
skills acquired throughout the programme and showing that the student is capable of original, 
independent research. The thesis is based on empirical data that are collected by the student.  
Fieldwork or other empirical research abroad (either in one of the countries of the consortium partners 
or associated partners or indeed in any other country) is encouraged. The thesis has to be an individual 
endeavour, but, as long as the research questions and theoretical framework are sufficiently different 
from one another, students can use the same datasets. Students demonstrate their oral skills by 
For the purpose of IO2, UGhent has committed to make an inventory of regulations across the different 
partners of the consortium with regard to supervision and evaluation in order to find common ground. 
The aim was to develop regulations for joint supervision. This was done by mapping the existing 
research evaluation criteria to develop a common template, incorporating commonly identified 
objectives and a common template for research evaluation. In doing so, ReMEIC partners have been 
regularly consulted regarding the potential modalities of joint supervision and evaluation.  
  
defending the thesis at the end of the second year of the programme. By enrolling in the IMARC 




The subject of the Master's thesis and the supervisor are chosen during the 2nd semester. The subject 
of the Master's thesis must be limited and clearly defined. Defining the problem statement must be 
done in consultation with the student and the supervisor. On the one hand, the student is free to 
contact different suitable supervisors with a mandatory written motivation. On the other hand, every 
potential supervisor has the right, after discussing the topic and the problem statement, to agree or 
disagree with the proposed topic. 
In order to safeguard adequate supervision, the research is to be carried out in the field of the research 
line of the track the student has chosen, within the dimensions of IMARC (cf. criteria for IMARC 
dimensions document) and within the field of expertise of IMARC staff members. For guidance, 
students will be provided with a list of eligible promotors and their research interests. IMARC staff may 
also suggest that, when writing their thesis, students can draw on ongoing research that staff members 
are involved in. 
 
Master’s thesis proposal 
 
After the first semester, when the student decides on the track she / he will follow, a thesis proposal 
needs to be submitted. At the first preliminary planning, student and supervisor agree upon a research 
question and the embryo of a theoretical and methodological framework which lead to the thesis 
proposal. At this stage, the supervisor and student discuss their mutual expectations of the supervision 
(the kind of supervision (focus), role of the supervisor, role of the student, frequency of supervision, 
the method of supervision, assessment criteria, expectations and goals of the student and the 
supervisor, potential problems). It is recommended that the student makes a short summary of all 
agreements made during this conversation[SM14][OP15].  
The member of staff who is most knowledgeable about the specific theme[OP16] will judge whether the 
thesis proposal is sufficiently innovative and feasible and makes suggestions as regards the plan and 
the theoretical and methodological setup. The thesis proposal must contain:  
• A clear definition of the issue; 
• An outline of the aims and objectives of the thesis; 
• The relevance of the topic, especially in relation to the subject field; 
• Their intended methodological approach; 
• The theoretical framework of the study; 
• The formulation of appropriate research questions or hypotheses; 
• Provisional content (structure); 







Each thesis is supervised by one supervisor from the university where the student has taken the second 
semester track and a co-supervisor from one of the other consortium-partners. A third reader can also 
be assigned (this is optional). Fieldwork arrangements will be made in close correspondence with the 
supervisors and, if applicable, a staff member at one of the ReMEIC partner institutions who is the 
most knowledgeable about the proposed research theme.[OP17] 
 
Role of the student 
 
The student complies with the agreements made at supervision meetings. She/he must demonstrate 
considerable independence in searching for relevant literature, designing the problem statement and 
the research questions, adopting appropriate methodology, setting up research, critically analysing the 
data, developing and sticking to the time frame, taking care of the layout and structure, editing texts, 
and so forth. The student(s) should contact the supervisors at regular intervals to report about the 
work and the difficulties that she / he experiences.  
 
Role of the supervisor 
 
The main responsibility for the supervision lies with the supervisor. Supervisory communication with 
the student includes one preliminary discussion of the research plan (before the thesis is registered), 
and several supervisory meetings and research labs (involving other students) before the final 
submission of the thesis. If the distance does not allow face-to-face supervision and/or research labs 
on a regular basis, Skype conversations can be used for this purpose. 
The supervisor is expected to assist the student in designing the Master’s thesis by reading and 
commenting on the student’s work during mandatory evaluation meetings. During these meetings, the 
supervisor helps to identify the direction and the scope of the research, helps with the logical structure 
of the content and formulates suggestions and critical questions with the timely entries. The focus of 
supervision is primarily on the structure of the work, the theoretical and methodological soundness, 
the process of data collection and analysis as well as consideration of any ethical issues . The supervisor 
also makes sure that the student respects discretion and other deontological rules while editing the 
thesis (provided that the supervisor is able to evaluate the student's work on a regular basis). 
 
Role of the co-supervisor 
 
A co-supervisor [SM18][OP19]will be involved in the research process by reviewing the drafts/interim 
results. 
 
Role of the 3rd reader[SM20][OP21] 
 
The 3rd reader, called for her or his specific expertise (in agreement between the main supervisor, co-
supervisor and the student), is only involved during the final evaluation-moment and will read the 





The final proposal and the progression of the research is discussed in a ‘Research Lab’ consisting of a 
small group of students working on comparable themes and a supervisor[OP24]. If this is not possible 
(e.g. due to the fact that the student is not at the same location as the supervisor), the research Lab 
can also be organised by email, telephone or skype. 
 
Formal guidelines of the Master’s thesis 
 
The cover page 
 
The cover page must contain:  
• IMARC – logo 
• Name, student number, name supervisor, co-supervisor and, if applicable, the third reader 
• Academic year in which the master's thesis is submitted 
• Title (and subtitle) 
• Course-code 
• Degree programme 
• University and Department 
• Statement: “Master’s thesis submitted to (name of university) in fulfilment of the 
requirements for the degree of International Master’s in Advanced Research in Criminology” 
Style 
 
Students can use any font, but the font size should correspond to the font "Times New Roman", pitch 
12. The default line spacing is one and a half. White pages may only be added to distinguish large parts 




The MA thesis must contain the following parts, clearly distinguished: title page, word prefix[OP25], table 
of contents, summary  (max. 1 page that contains the problem statement, the methodology and the 
obtained results), introduction (including the problem statement and the main research question), the 
corpus (or the actual text of the master's thesis that contains the results and discussion); [OP26]the 
conclusion (in which answers are formulated to the questions in the introduction); and the 
bibliography (references). 
The Master’s thesis may also contain the following components: list of used abbreviations, list of 






The students are expected to write a Master’s thesis of at least 25,000 words and up to 30,000 words 




The author uses references to other literature to compile her/his master's thesis. She or he needs to 
use correct referencing techniques, acknowledging the sources of information and avoiding any 
charges of plagiarism (this will be further discussed in the following section).  
The students are advised to use the APA referencing style and they are stimulated to use referencing 
software (e.g. Endnote) so that they learn to comply with the various referencing styles used by 




The Master’s thesis must be written in English. Every partner will ask for authorisation to write the 
master’s thesis in English via supervisors (EUR), the faculty (UGhent) or the degree programme board 




The deadline for thesis submission in 2020-2021 [SM27]will be Click or tap to enter a date.. [W28][OP29]To 
find common ground with the consortium on this date, information about the semester division and 
pre-established teaching and examination periods at the partner university’s will be compared. 
Students are required to upload an electronic version of their thesis into a folder on the IMARC digital 
platform and print a proof of submission. The upload interface can be found at Click or tap here to 
enter text.[W30][OP31]. The student must also deliver 2 hard copies of the thesis, which are exactly the 
same as the electronic version. Copies should be double-sided and bound ecologically and submitted 
to the student administration at the campus site of the study programme together with the certificate. 
 
Resubmission of a Master’s thesis that is judged ‘insufficient’ upon first submission 
 
If a Master’s thesis does not receive at least a ‘pass’ mark upon initial submission, the student can 
resubmit her/his thesis. If the Master’s thesis committee has enough confidence that a good thesis can 
be delivered in a reasonable period of (extra) time set by the committee, the student will be given 
guidance and criteria that need to be met in order to get a pass.  
The deadline for thesis resubmission in 2020-2021 will be Click or tap to enter [OP32]a date.. To find 
common ground with the consortium on this date, information about the semester division and second 





Thesis Evaluation of the Written Text  
 
Each thesis (written part) will be evaluated by the Master’s thesis reading committee: the supervisor, 
the co-supervisor (possibly from another IMARC partner) and, possibly, a 3rd reader. If only the written 
text is evaluated, at least three evaluators are required. If the evaluation takes place on the basis of 
the written text and the oral defence, two evaluators are sufficient. [SM33][OP34]The criteria used for the 
non-periodical evaluation [W35][OP36]can be found in the IMARC template for evaluation of the Master’s 
thesis – Part A (see attachment) that will be made available to the students in advance. When 
evaluating the thesis, the supervisors will assess the substance, meaning and value of the research to 
be carried out. These are the operational criteria used to determine the success of the thesis: problem 
statement and relevance; literature review and theoretical framework; methodological account and 
approach; conclusion; structure of the thesis; representation and assessment of the process. The final 
competencies a student should have acquired are the following: [OP37][OP38][W39][OP40] 
 
• To develop in-depth specialised knowledge and insights in the issue under study, which fits the 
IMARC criteria. To be able to critically reflect upon the reactions to these phenomena from 
general and criminological frames of reference involving different paradigms, perspectives and 
research traditions. 
• To be able to demonstrate scientifically correct, and if required practice oriented, connections 
between different sub-disciplines of criminological science. 
• To be able to master a (meta) criminological theme as a critical, independent intellectual. 
• To be able to differentiate between essence and detail. 
• To acknowledge the role of social and international influences. 
• The ability to independently pursue and unravel a chosen theme and to develop a logical 
argument in light of diverging perspectives and current criminological debates. 
• The ability to translate a complex problem into an intelligible and fluent analysis. 
• To identify, appraise, select, process and critically apply relevant criminological sources and 
scientific literature in a high-quality paper. 
• The engage with different related (sub)disciplines, different databases and libraries, in 
different languages. 
• The ability to analyse diverging points of view and evaluate them in an objective manner. 
• Self-discipline to initiate regular feedback on the status of the master's thesis and to gradually 
implement a thorough research design. 








Those Master’s theses that receive at least a pass mark for the written part, will be presented at a Final 
Session attended by all IMARC students and at least one representative from every consortium 
  
partner. If the Master’s thesis reading committee decides that quality of the thesis is sufficient, the 
student will be invited for the oral defence during the closing week. The oral defence is held during a 
publicly accessible closing seminar at one of the partner universities and starts with a brief description 
of the thesis delivered by the candidate.  The defence takes the form of a 20-minute oral presentation 
by the student followed by questions by the thesis committee where in-depth questions may be raised 
and specific issues discussed. The examination focuses on the student’s ability to engage with the final 
version of the thesis in scholarly terms and to address the comments and questions posed. 
The aim of the examination is to involve the student in serious scholarly debate about her/his project 
and its relevance to wider scholarly debates. Students will be challenged to elaborate on any critical 
points that emerge and to draw out implications, directions for future inquiry, and otherwise respond 
to relevant ideas not explicitly covered in the thesis. The defence is intended to give an opportunity to 
the student to engage in serious academic debate with more experienced scholars and thus to 
demonstrate and develop the student’s analytic and verbal competencies. When the members of the 
committee have had an opportunity to question the student, the examination can be opened to 
questions from invitees from within the criminological field (e.g. non-HEI network partners) and fellow 
students. 
The date of the oral defence is determined by the receiving university that is responsible for organizing 
the closing seminar of that year. The oral defence can be postponed only in exceptional cases, if it does 
not conflict with the rules of both home and host universities. This has to be approved by both 
universities, by the head of the department and the IMARC coordinator.  
 
Master’s thesis committee 
 
The assessment of the oral defence will be carried out by the joint thesis committee. The supervisor 
shares the thesis amongst the members two weeks prior to the oral defence, acts as chair [OP41]of the 
committee and moderates the discussion. When a member of the thesis committee is not able to be 
present physically, he or she can attend the oral defence via skype with permission of the chair. 
 
Evaluation of the oral defence 
 
The oral defence will be evaluated by the thesis committee according to the criteria in the IMARC 
template for evaluation of the Master’s thesis – Part B (please refer to Annex V) that will be made 
available to the students in advance. Members of the committee assess the oral defence in terms of 
the overall quality and significance of the thesis. Important factors to evaluate are student’s ability to 
verbally analyse the key issues in the thesis and answer the questions; elaborate on key points in the 
thesis; explain under-developed or absent points related to the thesis; and, if appropriate, apply the 
insights of the thesis to related texts, studies, issues, etc. The oral defence tests the student’s ability 
to make analytical connections quickly, articulate ideas, and to think about the issues in the thesis from 
various angles or perspectives. The quality of her/his answers and the added value to the written text 
determine the success of the defence.  
 
Final Thesis Grade 
 
  
After the oral defence, the committee convenes in private to determine the final grade, taking into 
consideration the grade received for the written thesis and the evaluation of the performance of the 
oral defence. The credits awarded to the written text and the oral defence are based on a 
predetermined fixed percentage (80%/20%). In case there is a discrepancy between the grades 
proposed by the members, the thesis committee will draw inspiration from the average of proposed 
grades that is used as a starting point to determine a fair final grade by consensus[OP42]. Only the final 
thesis grade will appear on a student’s degree transcript. 
The final grade for the theses of all students will be posted on the digital learning platform on Click or 
tap to enter a date.. The grades will be listed in such a way as to ensure the anonymity of the 
students[OP43]. 
 
Profiles for final grading 
 
A common profile for grading has been developed to make clear-cut agreements amongst partner 
universities and to ensure transparency towards students in this regard. The product of this exercise is 




Plagiarism is considered to be a form of fraud and an irregularity. We consider as plagiarism: presenting 
(parts of) an existing source under student’s own name or without referencing. Plagiarism may relate 
to different forms of products such as text (written, oral), image (pictures, film, charts, schemas, figures 
...), database, structure, mind-set, ideas. 
The thesis is automatically checked for plagiarism when submitted through the usage of software (such 
as Ephorus or Turnitin). If detected, the supervisor informs the thesis committee and the examination 
board of the host university, who determine the severity and the consequences of the detected 
plagiarism conform the regulations of the host university. The student is invited to defend him/herself 
before the exam committee (that can gather physically or through email or video conferencing) after 
which a decision is taken and a sanction may be imposed (expulsion from the programme; failure to 




A  total amount of 30 ECTS will be awarded to the Master’s thesis. 80% of the score will be based on 
the written part and 20% on the oral defence. The other ECTS of the last year (30 ECTS of the 60 ECTS 
in total) can be filled out flexible (internship, fieldwork, research lab, presentation at common sessions) 
per university as long as the amount of 60 ECTS is reached.[W44][OP45] 
 
Usage of Data 
 
The theses will be archived in an online repository which is accessible to the public and can be stored 
in the library of the host university. It is possible for the student to request for access to the thesis on 
the internet to be blocked in case the content of a thesis might put them in danger or present an ethical 
  
conflict, or because the thesis contains private or sensitive information or information likely to 
jeopardise national security. 




C.3. Impact and transferability of agreements on common supervision and evaluation 
criteria 
 
Thorough and systemised discussions about supervision and evaluation criteria and, eventually, the 
compilation of shared criteria has tangible impact in a number of ways.  
 
First, it has resulted in improved competences of university staff with regard to evaluation and 
supervision and the exchange has strengthened cultural awareness in this respect.  
 
Second, for students this promotes transparency of expectations, objectives and evaluation 
procedures. Although we have chosen to harmonise our evaluation criteria in a tangible document, we 
do not perceive this as a straightjacket. As the questionnaire and the template indicate (please refer 
to Annex III and VIII), we have worked to align the grading culture in joint assessments. To accomplish 
this, we have tried to transcend merely (linear) numeric score comparisons as such and have 
constructed questionnaires that allowed space for a more open-ended discussion.  
 
Third, and related to the previous two points, bridging and aligning grading behaviour is significant in 
order to avoid grading disparities. Grading disparities are of course undesirable in view of fairness and 
transparency. Also, we wanted to avoid that students choose thematic tracks of the programme 
strategically (i.e. based on grading practices) instead of basing these decisions on the content and 
research interests.  
 
Fourth, harmonisation of supervision and evaluation is of major relevance beyond IMARC as it speaks 
to broader debates on modernisation and systematisation of education and international exchanges. 
The joint supervision and evaluation templates that we have produced (please refer to Annex VIII) 
contribute to these international efforts.  
The template is not necessarily topic-specific and is intended to be an open source that can be used in 






This report has outlined the process and results of the work undertaken by Ghent University in 
collaboration with colleagues involved in the ReMEIC Strategic Partnership on the Intellectual Output 
2 (IO2). Present IO2 report has outlined ReMEIC’s contribution to the development of a fully 
functioning joint MSc programme (IMARC) in addressing current educational and labour-market needs, 
establishing complimentary partnerships and (student) mobility. Moreover, the activities described 
here have contributed to the establishment of a functioning network (academic and non-HEI) partners. 
Finally, via network partner identification and consultation (notably, during the multiplier events), we 
have encouraged non-academic stakeholders to contribute to the curriculum, quality enhancement, 
internship, and potentially labour market opportunities. 
 
In section A we have described how we have compiled a ‘living’ overview of in-house research 
expertise, which is in line with the dimensions of IMARC (themes and perspectives). Section B discussed 
the process, outcomes and impact of the network partner identification and consultation. Finally, 
section C has addressed considerations regarding the negotiation of shared supervision and evaluation 
criteria. 
 
All of this has resulted in tangible outcomes. The main deliverable is the Network Partner Based 
Guidebook (including network partner sheets; proposals of research topics; an overview of the in-
house expertise; harmonised supervision and evaluation criteria). Also, through describing the process, 
our methodology and lessons learned, this report can be seen as a toolbox for cooperation, sharing 
expertise and carrying together evaluation and supervision, which is of a wider relevance than IMARC 
an sich.  
Our methods of extensive communication and co-production (i.e. ongoing communication between 
the ReMEIC partners and between the ReMEIC partners and our network partners; actively involving 
non-HEI partners in suggesting relevant research themes and dilemma’s) are both practically and 
theoretically relevant to other programmes. The questionnaires and templates that we have produced 







Annex I: List of the network partners[OP46]  
 
University  Network partner’s name Typology of organization Website 
UNIBO ANCI National association of 
Italian Municipalities 
www.anci.it 
ARCI Association for Social 
promotion 
www.arci.com 
Associazione Antigone Italian Association for the 
rights of detainees 
www.associazioneantigone.it 
Associazione gruppo Abele 
onlus 
no profit association www.gruppoabele.org 
Casa delle Donne NGO supporting female 
victims of domestic 




Casa Circondariale di Bologna- 
Dozza 
Prison   
Comune di Bologna Local administration www.comune.bologna.it/ 
Cooperativa sociale Camelot  Socio-educational 
assistance, training and 
information activities for 
foreign citizens; 
management of 
reception centers for 
asylum seekers 
www.coopcamelot.org 
FISU (Forum Italiano sulla 
sicurezza urbana) 
Italian network for local 
and regional authorities 
http://www.fisu.it 
Fondazione emiliano-
romagnola per le vittime dei 
reati 





Human Rights Nights Festival Cultural Asscociation www.humanrightsnights.org 




Centre for Crime and Justice 
Studies 
Research centre www.crimeandjustice.org.uk 
Kent Police    
Friends of the Earth   www.foeeurope.org 
Prison Reform Trust Prison reform group   
RELEASE Research centre www.release.org.uk 
UGENT European Commission (DG 








European Monitoring Centre 
for Drugs and Drug Addiction 
(EMCDDA) 
Government http://www.emcdda.europa.eu 
EUROJUST Government www.eurojust.europa.eu 
European Crime Prevention 
Network Secretariat 
Government  https://eucpn.org/ 
 
Federal Public Service Home 
Affairs - Unit Safety and 
Prevention 
Government / 








Federal Judicial Police - DJSOC - 
Environmental Crime Service 
Police www.police.be/ 
 








Securitas (Cel Public Affairs) Private  https://www.securitas.be/ 
 
  
EUR AVIM South-Holland South, 
department immigration affairs  
  www.politie.nl 
ASKV/Stichting Vluchtelingen   www.askv.nl 
Bureau voor Sociale 
Argumentatie 
  www.socialeargumentatie.nl 
Department of Safety, 
Municipality of Rotterdam 
    
Greek ombudsman    
IND, Department Research and 
Analysis, Immigration and 
Naturalisation Service, Ministry 
of Safety and Justice 
  www.securitas.com 
NIT (Netherlands Institute 
Turkey) 
    
Pauluskerk   nicc.fgov.be 
RIEC   www.riec.nl 
ROS   www.eucpn.org 







Annex II: Reports Multiplier Events  
 




EUR: René van Swaaningen, Richard Staring, Gwen van Eijk,  
Joost Steevens, Sey Lin van Munster 
UNIBO: Giulia Fabini 
UGhent: Gert Vermeulen, Jelle Janssens, Tom Decorte, Eva Lievens, Ellen 
Desmet, Olga Petintseva, Gwen Herkes, Vandeviver Christophe, 
Kenneth Cuylaerts, Andries Verspeeten, Bob Rigo 
Antigone Association:  Alessio Scandurra 
DJSOC-CDBC: Jan Buys 
ECSA:   Yvan De Mesmaeker 
EUCPN: Jorne Vanhee, Chadia Dhebi 
FOD Binnenlandse Zaken (Unit Safety 
& Prevention) 
Anneleen Van Cauwenberge 
Maritime & River Police: Danny Jolyt, Yves Van Der Hoeven 
International Police Cooperation: Caroline Vanhyfte 
ROS:  Theo Miltenburg 
 
• Introduction and presentation of the IMARC Programme, by Professor René van Swaaningen 
IMARC has its origin in a joint Erasmus Programme, the Common Study Programme (CSP) on 
Criminal Justice & Critical Criminology, which was founded in 1984. Currently CSP consists of 
13 universities worldwide, of which 6 participate in IMARC. (see also IO 3)  
There were several reasons to establish IMARC. Amongst the partners of CPS there was a long-
felt desire to make substantially more use of the CPS-network with a joint programme. The 
research master would fill some gaps between the regular master and the PhD-trajectory, and 
can be seen as a pre-PhD-trajectory. With a focused programme on migrated-related issues in 
a cultural and criminological framework, IMARC would have a solid educational programme 
that reflects the EU-priorities on migration, radicalisation, organised crime, human trafficking, 
xenophobia etc. 
IMARC offers the students first of all a toolbox for conducting research by offering advanced 
courses on theory & methodology. The themes IMARC addresses are: geopolitics, cities and 
urban transformations, inclusion and exclusion, migration, human smuggling and human 
trafficking, culture and hybrid identities, radicalisation and extremism, European Union law 
and Policy on justice and home affairs, regulation and control. 
IMARC has four consortium partners: Ghent University, University of Bologna, University of 
Kent and Erasmus University Rotterdam (coordinator consortium) and four associated 
partners: Budapest (Eötvös Loránd- ELTE), Hamburg (Institut für Kriminologische 
Socialforschung), Istanbul (Koc University) and Settat (Hassan 1st Morocco).  
  
The structure of the two-year IMARC programme is as follows: all students have their first 
semester in Rotterdam, where the theory and methodology semester takes place. The second 
(and partly third) semester, the students can choose a track of one of the consortium partners. 
Rotterdam offers the track Global Flows of People, Local Dilemma’s and Global cAnswers. In 
Ghent students can follow the track European Union Criminal Policy and Justice in Context. 
Bologna offers the track Border Control, Processes of Migrant’s Criminalisation, Detention and 
Penal Policies. Kent offers the track Border Crossing – Theory, Culture, Power and the Global. 
The third and fourth semester is reserved for fieldwork, an internship and writing the thesis. 




• Topic 1: the IMARC Dimensions (Border Crossing, Social Justice & Security), by Professor Gert 
Vermeulen 
 
IMARC can be characterised schematically by three elements: border crossing, social justice and 
security. Criteria were developed to check whether existing research topics and perspectives of each 
partner and potential researchers beyond the colleagues directly involved in the consortium fit the 
different dimensions of IMARC.  
Border crossing consists of four sub-elements: cross-border movement of actors, goods or 
information, cross-border phenomena (such as migration, extremism, cybercrime), phenomena with 
a transnational relevance due to their scale of impact (such as international conflicts, serious violations 
of humanitarian law) and comparative studies. 
Every research topic should at least fit the Border Crossing dimension on the one hand and the Social 
Justice and/or Security dimension on the other hand. However, the Social Justice and the Security 
dimensions will often be intertwined and students are encouraged to contemplate both. 
 
Please see section A.2. for a schematic overview of the IMARC Dimensions 
 
• Topic 2: IMARC In-house Expertise, by Professor Gert Vermeulen 
 
The in-house expertise of all consortium partners is presented in a schedule (please see attached 
slides). For your convenience, all expertise – with name and affiliation of the researcher – is categorised 
by the IMARC themes: geopolitics, cities and urban transformations, inclusion and exclusion, 
migration, human smuggling and human trafficking, culture and hybrid identities, radicalisation and 
extremism, European Union law and Policy on justice and home affairs, regulation and control.  
 
Please refer to section A.2. for an overview of IMARC’s in-house expertise. Please note that this 
overview is a dynamic document. 
 
 
• Topic 3: Network partner consultation on learning outcomes, by Dr Giulia Fabini 
 
Out of the 21 questionnaires that were filled out by the potential network partners so far, twelve 
network partners also filled out the part on the learning outcomes. According to the results, 
  
intellectual competences and field-specific competencies are the most important learning outcomes. 
Among the intellectual competences, the most valuable element is “to show an active attitude towards 
actuality, permanent knowledge development and “lifelong learning””.  
Among the field specific competencies, network partners require that students learn to work 
independently and in a team, to use an interdisciplinary approach, and to have a critical attitude. 
It also emerges from the questionnaires that the great majority of network partners consider it very 
important that students have knowledge of actors, policy processes and decision-making processes in 
the criminological field and the European and international institutional and policy development 
context of criminology and the criminal justice system.  
In short: students need to have knowledge of the legal and political context and relevant actors in 
place, be able to design research, work in a team, be critical and self-reflective. 
 
 
• Topic 4: The stage for the network partners to present themselves, introduction by Professor 
Gert Vermeulen 
 
ReMEIC will form a Network Partner Committee with all partners willing to participate in the 
development of the IMARC programme. The feedback of the network partners is important for the 
ReMEIC consortium: by having the network partners’ input, ReMEIC can fine-tune the educational 
programme and make a strong connection with the working field.  
Between September and November 2017, ReMEIC invited potential network partners to participate in 
a questionnaire concerning research needs, research questions and procedures for cooperation 
including internships, and to be actively involved in the further development of IMARC by becoming a 
member of the Network Partner Committee (to be formed). The results of this consultation can be 
found in the network partner consultation report, which is a part of the Network Partner Based 
Guidebook.  
As a member of the Network Partner Committee, you are involved in setting up a relevant set of 
courses and tracks, in the process of developing a harmonised intercultural and international learning 
outcomes that prepare students to work in your field of expertise and in the quality assurance and 
evaluation of the Master’s thesis. At the time of the first multiplier event, twelve of the contacted 
network partners  confirmed that they are willing to participate in the Network Partner Committee. 
 
Professor Vermeulen invites the partners to present themselves. He also invites them to be critical 
towards the programme and to express their wishes, needs and expectations. 
 
Alessio Scandurra – Antigone Association 
Antigone Association was founded in 1991 for the protection of fundamental rights in the criminal 
(penal and penitentiary) system. The activities of Antigone Association take place on several levels: 
legislative (law bills, advocacy), media and academia (news, web, journals), jurisdictional and 
penitentiary (observation, evaluation and written reports). Antigone Association is an organisation 
tries to influence policies based on a shared ideology and perception of fundamental laws. The 
organisation is involved in various activities: the observatory on detention, observatory on juvenile 
detention, the European prison observatory and the ombudsman’s office. Antigone Association also 
develops its own activities thanks to a network of 15 regional offices. 
 
  
Yvan De Mesmaeker – ECSA 
ECSA is a worldwide not-for-profit organisation with senior managers in the public, private and 
academic field. It was founded in 2005 in Brussels. ECSA is characterised by a comprehensive approach 
(police, judicial, intelligence, military, diplomacy, academia and think tanks) and has four goals: 1) to 
facilitate a platform on which common issues and experience is shared, information and education is 
exchanged and networking with co-members and third parties is enabled, 2) to liaise and promote 
synergy with relevant academic, research, scientific, public & private organisations and associations, 
3) to stimulate public-private cooperation and 4) to operate a communication channel for incident 
reporting and emergency warnings. 
ECSA has a special interest in IMARC for the following reasons: ECSA has an academic pillar, there is a 
need for corporate security managers taking a realistic approach but with an academic background, 
there is a sense of urgency, and ECSA operates following the ideas of ‘contrat social’ (Jean-Jacques 
Rousseau): to preserve our society by being collaborative and open minded. 
 
Jorne Vanhee – EUCPN 
The European Crime Prevention Network (EUCPN) is a network with the goal to support networks in 
the field of policy and research on the topic of crime prevention. It contributes to developing the 
various aspects of crime prevention at the Union level, taking account of the EU crime preventive 
strategy, and supports crime prevention activities and good practices at the national and the local 
level. EUCPN is developing an own research programme at the moment. EUCPN would like to see policy 
staff and academics link together for IMARC, like they to themselves. They would like to be a partner 
in crime prevention and can offer internships to IMARC-students. EUCPN is interested in research 
mapping the limits of policy and IMARC students evaluating projects, working on specific themes and 
organizing workshops. 
 
Caroline Vanhyfte – International Police Cooperation 
The International Police Cooperation Management (IPC) is a directorate of the Federal Police and 
develops, manages and coordinates the International Police Cooperation with the integrated police. 
The tasks of IPC are 1) to coordinate all international police cooperation activities on a strategic level, 
2) to exchange international information and to represent the Belgian integrated police externally, 3) 
to follow up on IPC-activities and 4) to play an advisory role. IPC is a transversal topic in the National 
Police Plan, which has four levels. The first level is national and focusses on increasing trainings, a 
model choice of channel of information exchange and deconcentration of IPI. The second level 
concerns the neighbours France, the Netherlands and Germany and focusses on enhancing concrete 
operational cross-border cooperation and optimizing information exchange. The third level is on a 
European level and focusses on the follow up and implementation of European decision-making in 
police matters and the implementation of decisions of the Prüm Council. The fourth level is a 
worldwide focus on contributing to the external dimension of CFSP with respect for ILP, evaluating 
network LO and to prioritise projects of Interpol. For Belgium, the five countries that are high on the 
list of priority are France, the Netherlands, Turkey, Morocco and the United Kingdom.  
What IPC especially would like to learn from IMARC-students is the role of Belgian criminals abroad 
and the number of requests for mutual legal assistance. Also, research on topics such as quality of 
information exchange, money laundry, relation Europol and Interpol, model for work load evaluation, 
scenario building and evaluations of the EU migration policy are more than welcome. 
  
 
Danny Jolyt & Yves Van Der Hoeven – Maritime & River Police (Zeebruges) 
The tasks and services of the Maritime & River Police (Coastal Branch) are amongst others: border 
control, specialised in maritime tasks, safety in and on the water, policing in the ports, protection 
(critical infrastructures) and drug controls (traffic, fishery and port workers and fishery controls). The 
Maritime & River Police reports on irregular stay, thefts, lost & found, intelligence, accidents, fraud, 
destruction, environment, drugs and maritime/nautic issues. Zeebruges has partnerships with Bruges, 
Ostend, Blankenberge, Middelkerke and Knokke and the field of operations is in the North Sea, 
Zeebruges, Bruges, Ostend, Nieuwpoort, Beernem and Blankenberge. The activities concern control of 
freight transport, new cars, food industry, passengers, natural gas and off shore. Also, Zeebruges is 
facing the phenomenon of irregular migration. The Maritime and River Police controls a lot of data and 
focusses on several themes that need research: human trafficking, drugs trafficking, terrorism, foreign 
fighters… IMARC-students with the necessary knowledge of border control are very welcome. 
 
Jan Buys – DJSOC-CDBC 
Hundred years ago, corruption was not more than an administrative affaire. Times have changed, and 
now the Belgian CDBC (Central Department for the Fight against Corruption) has to be seen in an 
European context, instead of being a national service department. CDBC is related to the ministry of 
Home Affairs, and supports local strategic partnerships and finances crime prevention projects.  
Regarding IMARC, CDBC is especially interested in attracting students who can think out of the box: 
what can we do to fight corruption? CDBC can offer a few internships each year; students can evaluate 
on campaigns, projects and services. 
 
Theo Miltenburg – ROS 
The organisation Support to Undocumented Migrants Rotterdam (ROS) is a foundation that works for 
rejected asylum seekers, (working) migrants without residence permit, volunteers and professionals 
working with people documents and organisations and churches with questions concerning illegality. 
ROS has three tasks: 1) to support clients (voluntary return projects – funded by EU, empowerment of 
projects, shelter homeless), 2) give information to educational organisations (schools, universities) 
about what is happening in the city and 3) to lobby to preserve the human rights. The input of IMARC-
students is very welcome, especially in the area of comparison with other countries: are there similar 
foundations, and how do they work? 
  
 
• Forming a Network Partner Committee 
Professor Gert Vermeulen thanks all partners for their presentation and their willingness to share their 
expectations of and potential modes of cooperation with the IMARC programme. The present students 
also confirmed that the presentations were very interesting and that IMARC opens a lot of new 
perspectives for criminology students. 
ReMEIC will inform the partners further regarding the Network Partner Committee; ReMEIC is open to 
suggestions how to organise the coming Multiplier Event, how to design the Network Partner 
Committee and to fine tune the role of the Network Partner Committee in a cross-border frame. 
Professor René van Swaaningen adds that the number of non-HEI network partners is still growing and 
  
that it is the challenge for the consortium to find a balance between the three elements: border-
crossing, social justice and security.  
Caroline Vanhyfte asks how many students a year IMARC is aiming for. IMARC strives to have 25 top 
students per year. Another question is if there will be scholarships available. The answer is that we will 
strive to keep the tuition fee as low as possible; this is also the reason why we are aiming for the 
accreditation of Erasmus Mundus, which would provide EU funding.  
All agree upon the fact that it is better to be physical presence at the coming Multiplier Event (instead 
of being online connected in some way). The last question ReMEIC asked the partners is what they 
expect from the IMARC students’ level. This is: to be PhD-ready. 
 
• Closure 
Professor Gert Vermeulen and Professor René van Swaaningen express their gratitude to the network 





Rep[OP48]ort Multiplier Event 2 (Rotterdam X August 2018)  
  
  
Report Multiplier Event 3 (Sarajevo X September 2018)  
  
  




Annex III: Questionnaire disseminated amongst ReMEIC consortium 




Supervision & Evaluation 
Document to map regulations, criteria and templates on evaluation and supervision and consult with 
partners on the potential modalities of joint supervision (concerning supervision during student 
trajectory on the one hand and common final evaluation on the other 
 
Definitions / Terminology 
Supervisor: promotor  
Co-supervisor: support supervisor, co-promotor, second reader, second assessor, commissioner[OP50] 
Thesis: Master’s thesis, dissertation  
Thesis Committee: dissertation committee, the examination board responsible for evaluating the 




Capacity of supervisor, support supervisor, second reader and supporting staff 
 
• Which members of the department are eligible to act as supervisors?  
• Which persons are eligible to act as a support supervisor? 
• Which members of the department are eligible to support with day-to-day guidance of the 
candidate  
• Would it be possible according to your regulations to assign a supervisor of another faculty? 
 
Building an assisting and evaluating team of a transdisciplinary and international composition 
 
• Would it be possible according to your regulations to assign a supervisor/support supervisor 
of a partner-university? 
 
Quotum per supervisor 
 
• Is there a minimum of candidates a supervisor has to guide during the process of developing 
the master dissertation?  
• Is there a limitation on the number of candidates a supervisor can guide during the process of 
developing the master dissertation?  
• What would be a desirable buffer per supervisor? 
 
  
Choosing a supervisor / a topic 
 
• Is there a list of professors who are eligible to act as a possible supervisor? 
• Do the candidates choose one or multiple topics from a list or can they choose a topic based 
on their personnel and academic interests as long as it is closely related to the topics covered 
during the courses of the IMARC? 
• Can the candidate contact a supervisor directly to present him/her their projects/ideas and 
asking his/her interest and availability? (UNIBO) 
• Can the candidate choose several possible supervisors of which only one is assigned to him? 
How many supervisors can or must he choose? 
• Is the candidate required to write a motivation and/or send other documents concerning his 
choice of supervisor? 
• Should the topic be agreed upon by the main supervisor and student 
• be relevant to Border crossing, Security and Social Justice 
• show an original insight into the chosen topic 
• be clearly formulated, within an appropriate theoretical framework 
• lead to relevant conclusions based on the chosen theoretical framework 
• (other criteria?) 
 
Responsibilities of the supervisors and support supervisor 
 
• Is an interim/mid-term supervision possible or mandatory? 
• If so, is the work of the candidate graded during this interim supervision? 
• Supervisory communication with the candidate includes: 
• One preliminary planning (before the thesis is registered) 
• A minimum of … (2) further supervisory meetings before the final submission of the 
dissertation 
• (other?) 




• Are working groups organised with students who share a common theme? 
• Do these workgroups work together in these different stages in the research process? 
• Literature study 
• Exchange of knowledge and experience 
• Discussion of questions and difficulties 
• Commentary of written papers from the workgroup members 




• In which way is the student provided a conceptual, theoretical and methodological framework 





• What is the final submission date for candidates? 
• Are special provisions established for the extension of this date according to your own rules 
and regulations?  
• May students choose between two submission dates? 
• Would it be a problem to establish an earlier submission date so that beneficiaries of the 






• Are the regulations on evaluation determined by the faculty or on a broad university level? 
• What are the minimum and maximum words length, and does this include all appendices as 
well as references/bibliography? 
• In which languages can the dissertation be written? 
• Should the language of thesis be different from the native language of the university, is the 
student expected to write a summary of his/her dissertation’s content in the native language? 
If so, how many pages should it be?  
• Should the language of thesis be different from the native language of the university, is the 
student expected to be able to answer questions in the native language during the oral 
defence? 
• Are the candidates required to prepare a translation of a summary (Index, Introduction, 
chapters and Conclusions) into the language of the partner institution prior to final 
submission? 
• In what way are the candidates conceptually bound by imposed standards? 
• In what way are the candidates substantively bound by imposed standards? 
• What are the rules on structure of the dissertation?  
• What information should the cover page contain? 
• Which style guidelines should the thesis meet? 
• Should the candidate follow the referencing rules of the institution awarding the credits (the 
institution of the main supervisor), as indicated by the supervisor and official guidelines? 
• Should the thesis only be submitted online as a PDF file, with the abstract of the dissertation 




• Must both supervisors produce a report on the dissertation?  
• If so, how many words should it contain? 
• Must both supervisors produce a grade on the dissertation? 
• What are the minimum conditions to determine the success or failure of a candidate’s master 
dissertation? 
  
• Does your university or faculty provide a standard evaluation form as a guideline for the 
dissertation committee? (please attach if so) 
• How will the success or failure of the candidate’s oral defence be determined after the 
questioning has run its course? 
• After the oral defence of the dissertation, Is the candidate evaluated both (a) upon the overall 
quality and significance of his/her dissertation and (b) upon the oral defence of his/her 
findings?  





• On which aspects does the guidance of the supervisor focusses?  
• Which criteria determine the satisfaction on student research at the Master’s level? 
• What are the important factors to evaluate in a dissertation? 
• Scientific content: literature review and problem statement; formulating the research 
questions; quality of the design and methodology; results; discussion and decision-making 
process; evidence of discovery; conclusions that show validity and generalisation of this 
discovery 
• Form 
• Appreciation of the process and attitude by the promotor  
• Oral defence 
• (other?) 
 
• The dissertation Committee 
 
• How many members must be in the dissertation committee?  
• In what capacity to they take part in the evaluation? Or, what are the requirements for them 
to be eligible to seat in the committee? 
• Which persons are eligible to take a seat as lecturers (controrelatori or cultori della 
material[W51][OP52]) in the dissertation committee who challenges the candidate’s dissertation? 
• Is it possible to have a professor in the committee who is not a member of the faculty?  
• Can a person be admitted to the committee who does not meet the above qualifications, if it 
is desirous? Who is authorised to make that decision?  
• Who will act as chair of the committee?  
• Who is responsible to appoint the members of the dissertation committee? 
• When will the dissertation be circulated among the members of the committee?  
• How many days are granted to the committee for the reading of the dissertation?  
• Is the dissertation committee convened for the purpose of evaluating the dissertation before 
the oral defence?  
• If so, will recommended revisions be noted and communicated to the candidate? 
• Who moderates the final oral defence? 
 
• Procedure for plagiarism 
  
 
• Are the candidates obliged to sign a deposition stating they will not commit plagiarism? 
• Is the dissertation checked on plagiarism by a supervisor? 
• In what way shall is plagiarism penalised according to the rules of your university? 
• Possible expulsion of the student from the programme 
• Failure to obtain the final diplomas 
• (other?) 
  
• The final oral defence 
 
• How much time does the candidate gets for a presentation of his/her findings? 
• In which order will the members of the examining committee question the candidate 
afterwards?  
• When the members of the committee have had an adequate opportunity to question the 
candidate, may the examination be opened to appropriate questions from others present? 
• During the oral defence, which kind of questions are of the greatest propriety?  
• Substance 
• Meaning 
• Usefulness of the research 
• (other?) 
• Are certain questions or comments out of order? E.g. comments that should be written out 
and privately submitted to the chair of the committee? 
• Can the defence be held in front of the supervisor or the support supervisor on skype or a 
telephone line if live attendance is nog possible? 
 
• Credits and grading system 
 
• What kind of grading system is used for the dissertation?  





Annex IV – Profiles for final grading[OP53] 
 
*EUR: a scale from 0 to 10, with 5 being the passing grade 
*UGhent: a scale from 0 to 20, with 10 being the passing grade 
*UKent: a scale from  






















The research is insufficient and the student was strongly directed by his or 
her supervisors. Weak points can clearly be pointed out. The student did not 
show an academic attitude. On average, the student scores ‘insufficient’ on 
all aspects for assessment. 
 
5 8 0-48 X 
Sufficient / meets the requirements  
With respect to content, the research was conducted sufficiently. The report 
is mediocre. Weak points can clearly be pointed out, but are compensated 
by aspects on which the student performs better. The student has shown 
little input of his own and was strongly directed by his or her supervisors. On 
average, the student scores ‘sufficient’ on all aspects for assessment. 
 
6 10 52-58 21-24 
Amply sufficient / more than satisfactory 
With respect to content, a solid piece of research was delivered. The report 
is carefully edited. Either the research process or the mastery of subject 
matter leaves room for improvement. 
The supervisors clearly had a steering influence on the final product. The 
student scores at least ‘sufficient’ on all aspects for assessment and ‘good’ 
on some aspects. 
 
7 12 62-65 25-27 
Good / contains new elements  
With respect to content, the research was set up in a solid way and was 
carried out accurately. The report is carefully edited regarding language as 
well as lay out. The student has worked independently and was able to put 
8 14 68 28 
  
forward his or her own initiatives. The provided guidance by the supervisors 
was minimal. On average, the student scores ‘good’ on all aspects for 
assessment. 
 
Very good  
The research is innovative and can be converted to an article for a renowned 
(scientific) magazine without putting in too much effort. With respect to 
content, the research is very solid with some points that can clearly be 
pointed out as strong. The report is carefully edited and shows that the 
student features good writing skills. The student’s own input and 
independence are large. The student clearly stands above subject matter and 
is able to defend his or her statements in discussions well. The student scores 
at least ‘good’ on all aspects for assessment and ‘very good’ or ‘excellent’ on 
some aspects. 
 
9 16 72-78 29-30 
Excellent  
The research is innovative and can be converted to an article for a renowned 
(scientific) magazine without putting in too much effort. With respect to 
content, the research is excellent. The student is capable of conducting 
research independently. The report and the presentation show that the 
student disposes of excellent communication skills (written and oral). The 
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Abbreviations and definitions 
 
 
ReMEIC Research Master’s Programme in European and International 
Criminology. In this report, ReMEIC refers to the two-year strategic 
partnership that was set up to develop and support IMARC – the two-
year Research Master Programme (infra). 
     
IMARC    International Master’s in Advanced Research in Criminology.  
Subtitle: Border Crossing, Security and Social Justice. This is the new, 
international, research master developed by the ReMEIC Strategic 
Partnership. The programme will be coordinated by EUR with partners 
UniBo, UKent and UGhent. 
 
IO2 The Second Intellectual Output elaborated by the ReMEIC Strategic 
Partnership, led by Ghent University. The activities and results of this 
IO are central to this document. 
 
UGhent   Ghent University, Belgium.  
UKent    University of Kent, United Kingdom. 
EUR    Erasmus University Rotterdam, Netherlands. 
UniBo    University of Bologna, Italy. 
  




The European Union has tried to build a common criminal justice area within its external borders. The 
continuous fight against serious and organised crime and recent escalation of terrorism and 
radicalisation, coupled with the challenges of large-scale migration and refugees have increased the 
recognition of the need for joint international responses, in which security demands and social justice 
need to be balanced. It is evident that, in order to address these challenges, there is a need for highly 
educated people with an international, multi-cultural training and outlook; professionals who are able 
to combine viewpoints from different disciplines, including the legal, political and cultural-sociological 
discipline; people with the ability to analyse the complex processes in which refugee and irregular 
migration flows and migration-related forms of transnational organised crime are connected to wider 
global conflicts. In this context, the idea to establish the Research Master’s Programme on Border 
Crossing, Security and Social Justice emerged.  
The partners, University of Kent, (hereafter: UKent) Ghent University (hereafter: UGhent), University 
of Bologna (hereafter: UNIBO) and Erasmus University Rotterdam (hereafter: EUR), will develop and 
implement a two-year International Master’s in Advanced Research in Criminology (hereafter: IMARC). 
IMARC will start on October 1st 2019. The programme involves the design of an integrated curriculum 
that will create academically challenging, up-to-date and socially relevant learning-environment for 
the best of the undergraduate students in Criminology, in other social sciences and law, as well as for 
professionals working in related organisations. In addition to taking advanced courses on research 
methods as well as a specialised track of courses on different aspects of the overarching themes of 
Border Crossing, Security and Social Justice, students will be engaged in actually undertaking  research 
in the working field of IMARC. 
 
About this guidebook 
 
This guidebook is the result of the intellectual output undertaken by Ghent University during the period 
of June to December 2017 in consultation with the partners of EUR, UNIBO and the UKent. The purpose 
of this guidebook is to inform students and IMARC staff on (1) the existing IMARC related expertise 
and research topics and perspectives of each partner and potential researchers beyond the colleagues 
directly involved in the ReMEIC consortium that fit the IMARC programme. The guidebook also 
provides an overview of current network partners, the research needs articulated by these partners, 
internship places and expectations of internships (2). Finally, the guidebook offers operational 
guidelines and templates for Master’s thesis evaluation (including the ways in which examiner’s report 
should be compiled), which offers transparency to students and guidelines to evaluators. (3) 
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Part 1: Common research topics, perspectives and dimensions 
 
A. Criteria for IMARC dimensions 
 
The following criteria were developed to check whether research topics and perspectives fit the 
different dimensions of IMARC. These criteria should assist students and network partners in 
ascertaining whether the topics of the Master’s theses (but also research papers and internship 
assignments) are aligned with the scope of IMARC. 
Every research topic should at least fit the Border Crossing dimension on the one hand and the Social 
Justice and/or Security dimension on the other hand. However, the Social Justice and the Security 
dimensions will often be intertwined and students are encouraged to contemplate both. When 
addressing topics that fit these dimensions, IMARC students should pay attention to the overall 
importance of theoretical analyses, critical dimensions, and cultural contexts, processes and 
production.  
 
• The topic covers a transnational phenomenon (Border Crossing dimension)  
 
To be able to combine viewpoints from within different disciplines (e.g. legal, political, cultural and 
sociological approaches), the Border Crossing element can be broadly interpreted. A particular focus 
will be on migration. Possible foci within this dimension are listed below:  
 




1.5.1.1. Victims (e.g. victims of human trafficking and smuggling; victims of terrorist attacks; 
sexual exploitation; labour exploitation; international victimology; …); 
1.5.1.2. Perpetrators (e.g. transnational organised crime; offender mobility; transfer of 
prisoners; international legal persons; …);  
1.5.1.3. National governmental actors that work across borders, for example through 
cooperation or joined investigation (e.g. police; domestic coastal and border guards; 
customs; military; government policy; actors of the criminal justice system; private 
security actors; …); 
1.5.1.4. Supranational governmental actors (e.g. Europol; G20; UN; NATO; OECD; European 
Border and Coast Guard Agency; Frontex; …); 
1.5.1.5. Non-governmental actors that operate across borders, e.g. NGO’s, grassroots 
movements, citizen’s initiatives. 
 
1.5.2. Goods and services 
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1.5.2.1. Prohibited goods (e.g. illegal trade in wildlife or in goods prohibited on environmental 
grounds, child pornography); 
1.5.2.2. Controlled goods (e.g. arms and drug trafficking, endangered species and plant products, 
nuclear material, body parts); 




1.5.3.1. (Private) intelligence services; 
1.5.3.2. Communication from/within criminal organisations (e.g. encrypted communications, use 
of social media by terrorist organisations). 
 






1.6.1.3. Criminalisation of migration (“Crimmigration”): (a) the blurred boundary between 
administrative immigration law and criminal law in the migration management & 
detention process (b) cultural turn through which migrants are increasingly treated as 
criminals (and eventually incarcerated) (cf. social justice); 
1.6.1.4. Global flows of people; 
1.6.1.5. Intra-European migration; 
1.6.1.6. EU immigration policy; 
1.6.1.7. Administrative detention; 
1.6.1.8. ID controls by the police; 
1.6.1.9. The role of courts (e.g. in validating detention/deportation). 
 
1.6.2. Transnational terrorism (e.g. foreign fighters) 
 
1.6.3. Transnational fraud 
 
1.6.3.1. Cross-border fraud and financial crime (missing trader fraud; customs fraud; offshore 
banking; money laundering); 




1.6.4.1. Big Data; 
1.6.4.2. Technology; 
1.6.4.3. Hacking; 
1.6.4.4. Cyber-espionage and cyber-attacks; 
1.6.4.5. ICT; 
1.6.4.6. Cryptocurrency. 
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1.7. Phenomena with a global or transnational relevance due to their scale of impact 
 
1.7.1. International conflicts 
 
1.7.2. Violations of international humanitarian law  
 
1.7.2.1. Crimes against humanity; 
1.7.2.2. Genocide; 
1.7.2.3. War crimes; 
1.7.2.4. Crimes of aggression. 
 
1.7.3. Radicalisation and extremism 
 
1.7.3.1. Aetiology (e.g. segregation in urban contexts, prison treatment, exclusion, …) (cf. Social 
Justice); 
1.7.3.2. Radicalisation and extremism in prison (cf. Security). 
 
1.7.4. National conflicts with a cross-border element because of their: 
 
1.7.4.1. Geopolitical relevance;  
1.7.4.2. Destabilising situation. 
 
1.8. Global and comparative studies 
 
1.8.1. Comparative criminal justice studies 
1.8.2. Comparative criminology 
 
1.8.2.1. Cross-cultural or cross-national study of crime and crime control; 
1.8.2.2. Studying theory of crime at an international level. 
 
1.8.3. Global criminology 
1.8.3.1. Crime and crime control in the globalised context; 
1.8.3.2. Theories of global criminology. 
 
1.8.4. A study of a (hyper)local issue that is considered to be a universal phenomenon 
 
 
3. Topics that deal with either Social Justice or Security dimensions 
 
Although it is sufficient for a topic that has a trans-border element to fit either a social justice or 
security dimension to fall within the scope of IMARC, these dimensions may be interconnected and 
understood as interdisciplinary. It is quite possible for research in security to take into account the 
broad concerns of social justice and vice versa (e.g. border control).  
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2.3. Social Justice 
 
Social justice is an elusive term to define. An understanding of social justice plays an important role in 
creating an inclusive environment, the fair distribution of wealth, guaranteeing equal opportunity and 
legal protection. Social justice is relevant in any critical and cultural analysis of crime, social harm, 
victimisation, government policy, policing and criminal justice. The concept of social justice is 
interpreted in broad terms, taken from legal, sociological and political research traditions, to include 
one or more of the following concerns, which may overlap and interact: 
 
Possible approaches within this dimension:  
 
2.3.1. A (human) rights perspective 
 
e.g. advocating justice for migrants (administrative detention, deportation, border 
control, …). 
e.g. advocating justice for prisoners, environment, physically and mentally 
disabled. 
 
2.3.2. A social perspective: the societal context and the analytical backdrop against which crime 
phenomena and the European policy responding thereto can be critically assessed and 
understood in the broader social sense. 
e.g. migrant incorporation vs. exclusion: out of fear for unsafety and terrorism, 
many of the internal control measures lead to increasing marginalisation and 
criminalisation of unwanted immigrants; social deviance; racism; hate crimes 
e.g. phenomena such as segregation and exclusion as underlying causes of 
radicalisation and extremism. 
 
2.3.3. Social prevention: halting or reducing crime as a social phenomenon and talking the (social) 
root causes of crime. 
 
2.3.4. Crime and punishment: legitimacy of police control and interventions of other criminal 
justice actors; social reintegration and rehabilitation.  
 
2.3.5. A critical and cultural analysis: 
e.g. the role of formal equality of opportunity, privileges, protections, democratic 
access, political engagement, fair treatment, etc., regardless of race, 
ethnic/national origin, socioeconomic status, gender, sexual orientation, age or 
disability; 
e.g. the role that equitable/inequitable wealth and income distribution plays in 
substantive equalities/inequalities; 
e.g. the relationship between formal and substantive equality; between inequality 
and processes of marginalisation and social exclusion; 
e.g. the role that the distribution of power and imbalances in power relations play 
in the equal/unequal distribution of economic, social and cultural 
capacities/capabilities/capital; in the way in which crime is defined and 
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differentiated from wider, non-criminalised social harms; in the social 
differentiation between tolerated and non-tolerated illegalities; in the generation 
of social harm and crimes; in policing, security and criminal justice processes; 
e.g. how inequalities play a role in the distribution of crime victimisation as well as 
in the victimisation related to social harms (such as environmental social harm); 
e.g. the role of social justice as considered above in the ethics and politics of the 
research process; 
e.g. the relationship between the aspects listed above to cultural contexts, 
processes and production.  
 
2.3.6. Actors that can be labelled as ‘vulnerable groups’ (migrants; drug users; youth; vulnerability 
because of gender, sexual orientation, physical or mental disabilities, race or ethnicity; …). 
e.g. the undocumented migrant as the new subject that is being bordered, 
punished, targeted as dangerous and excluded as full citizen, but ‘included’ as 
useful and cheap workforce in the Global North. 
 
2.4. Security  
 
Security captures the protective measures against crime, deviance and other phenomena described 
above, i.e. regulations, policies and other measures, with which the EU or specific member states 
respond to the various challenges posed the influx of immigrants within the EU, contemporary criminal 
activities, etc. 
 
Possible dimensions of this topic include: 
2.4.1. Prevention 
2.4.2. Regulations, criminal policy and other measures in response to contemporary criminal 
activities and deviant behaviour 
2.4.3. Security policy 
2.4.4. Border control 
2.4.5. Crime and punishment / penology 
2.4.6. Critical-theoretical and/or cultural studies of the ways in which discourses and practices of 
security relate to surveillance, control, technology, power relations, social justice, privacy, 
and the transnational reality. 
 
 
B. Schematic overview of the criteria for IMARC dimensions 
 
Below you will find an overview of the criteria for IMARC dimensions and an inventory of research 
topics and perspectives of researchers at each university with an indication how these topics and 
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2.1.7. A (human) rights perspective 
2.1.8. A social perspective 
2.1.9. Social prevention 
2.1.10. Crime & punishment 
2.1.11. A critical and cultural analysis 
2.1.12. ‘Vulnerable groups’ 
 
2.2.1. Prevention 
2.2.2. Regulations, criminal policy and other measures 
2.2.3. Security policy 
2.2.4. Border control 
2.2.5. Crime and punishment / penology 



























ReMEIC Themes Topic Perspective Title Professor / Doctor University
Border Crossing Social Justice Security
Big data Prof. Wim Hardyns UGhent ٧
Critical Criminology Prof. Phil Carney Kent ٧ ٧
Critical Criminology and Theoretical Criminology Prof. Rene van Swaaningen EUR ٧ ٧
Comparitive Criminology Prof. Rene van Swaaningen EUR ٧
Comparitive Criminology Dr. Thomas D. Akoensi Kent ٧
Drug related phenomena (Social Justice): 
Treatment of vulnerable people by the criminal 
justice system (e.g. homeless people, 
marginalised drug users, migrants, …)
Critical Criminology: examination of constructions by and 
through research and policy - including but not limited to 
the alcohol, tobacco and other drugs field
Prof. Tom De Corte UGhent
٧




interdisciplinary and multi-method study of 
crime (including visual criminology)
Social Deviance Dr. Elke Van Hellemont Kent
Qualitative research methodologies and 
epistemologies - ethnography, participatory 
research, online methods, visual methods
Prof. Tom De Corte UGhent
٧




Marc Cools & Veerle 
Pashley
UGhent
Theoretically informed equation modelling Special expertise in studying hard-to-reach, difficult-to-
access populations of drug users as well as in approaching 
and studying elite populations (policy-makers, judges, 
academics,…)
Lecturer Jack Cunliffe Kent
٧
History and role of voluntary organisations in 
the criminal justice field both within Britain and 
internationally
Dr. Anne Logan Kent
٧
Inequality, social class division Dr. Gwen van Eijk EUR ٧
Marginalised young people Perpetrators of anti-social behaviour and violent crime Dr. Tara Young Kent ٧
Social inequality and agency In particular in a multicultural setting. EUR Group EUR ٧
The effect of negative attitudes, stereotyping, 
values and perceptions affecting vulnerable 
groups
Dr. Trude Sundberg Kent
٧
Treatment of vulnerable people by the criminal 
justice system (e.g. homeless people, 
marginalised drug users, migrants, …)
Prof. Tom De Corte Ughent
٧
ReMEIC if a border crossing element is 









 ReMEIC Themes Topic Perspective Title Professor / Doctor University
Border Crossing Social Justice Security
Crimmigration Prof. Richard Staring EUR ٧ ٧ ٧ ٧
Crimmigration Critical, cultural and narrative criminological perspectives 
on subtle discrimination, social exclusion, (media 
representation of) migration and crime and Roma 
exclusion
Dr. Olga Petintseva UGhent
٧ ٧
Connection between European unification and 
migrant's criminalisation / Migration, deviance 
and social control
Prof. Dario Melossi UNIBO
٧ ٧ ٧
EU and global migration EU legal framework on migration and mobility Prof. Marco Borraccetti UNIBO ٧
European and International Asylum and migration law and policy Prof. Ellen Desmet UGhent ٧ ٧
Migration and citizenship in a global world Theoretical and political contemporary debates on the 
relationships among global processes, migration and 
citizenship
Prof. Sandro Mezzadra UNIBO
٧
Multicultural society History and present reality of immigration, integration, 
migration-related crime and extradition and deportation; 
different layers and complexity of migration-processes in 
relation to the intended and unintended effects of 
restrictive migration-policies




Prison Detention Conditions Prof. Dario Melossi UNIBO ٧
Social research Diaspora and transnationalism Dr. David Garbin Kent ٧
Human trafficking & smuggling Prof. Richard Staring EUR ٧ ٧ ٧ ٧
Prostitution and sex trafficking Comparative studies Prof. Roger Matthews UKent ٧ ٧
Sexual and labour exploitation




Sexual offending, prostitution and human trafficking Prof. Gert Vermeulen UGhent ٧ ٧ ٧ ٧
Trafficking in human beings and refugees Victim perspective Prof. Tom Vander Beken UGhent ٧ ٧ ٧
Unaccompanied minor asylum seekers Prof. Richard Staring EUR ٧ ٧ ٧
Drugpolicy Cultural context / Political controls Dr. Caroline Chatwin UKent ٧
Drug subcultures / drug user identity 
constructions 
(sub)cultural theories / linguistics / discourse analysis Prof. Tom De Corte UGhent
٧
Identity Ethnic identity, 'race' and 'mixed race', racism Prof. Miri Song UKent ٧ ٧
Politics of identity and ethnicity Dr. David Garbin UKent ? ? ?




Radicalisation Etiology Prof. Lieven Pauwels UGhent ٧ ٧ ٧
Radicalisation Simulation Prof. Jane Reeves Kent ٧




Radicalism & extremism Prof. Richard Staring & Fiore 
Geelhoed
٧ ٧ ٧
Terrorism Human rights perspective Dr. Jean-Marc Piret EUR ٧ ٧ ٧
Terrorism (Risk and uncertainty) interdisciplinary perspective, drawing particularly on 
insights from the ‘risk society’ and cultural approaches
Dr. Adam Burgess Kent
٧
Migration
Human Trafficking & 
Human Smuggling







ReMEIC if a border crossing element is 







 ReMEIC Themes Topic Perspective Title Professor / Doctor University
Border Crossing Social Justice Security
European Criminal Policy Criminal policy on different European co-operation levels Prof. Gert Vermeulen UGhent ٧ ٧
European Criminal Policy European integration in the area of Justice and Home 
Affairs
Prof. Gert Vermeulen UGhent
٧ ٧




Border Control Globalisation Prof. Dario Melossi Unibo ٧ ٧ ٧
Crime & Punishment Prisons and penal policy (diversion from custody, 
developing alternatives to prison and evaluating the use of 
community based sanctions)
Prof. Roger Matthews Kent
Crime & Punishment Sociological theories Prof. Dario Melossi Unibo ? ٧
Crime & Punishment (Prison studies) In comparative perspective Prof. Tom Vander Beken UGhent ٧ ٧
Criminal Justice Policy-making in late nineteenth and twentieth century 
Britain and the colonial empire
Dr. Anne Logan Kent
٧ ٧ ٧
Cybercrime Prof. Eva Lievens UGhent ٧ ٧ ٧
Cybercrime Lecturer Wytske van der Wagen EUR ٧ ٧ ٧
Cybercrime Dr. Elke Van Hellemont Kent ٧ ٧ ٧
Drugs (alternative measures for drug user 
offenders)
The measurement and relationship between drug use and 
crime




Drugs (policies) Regulatory models for controlling cannabis and other drugs Prof. Tom Decorte UGhent
V V
Drugs (Illicit drug policies) How policies affect drug use, crime and public health Prof. Alex Stevens Kent ٧
Financial Crime Social security benefit fraud Dr. Lavinia Mitton Kent ٧ ٧ ٧
Financial Crime (policies) AML  investigation within financial institutions; 
compliance; social and fiscal fraud




International Policicing and policies Security sector reform (SSR) Prof. Jelle Janssens UGhent ٧ ٧ ٧
Organised Crime Etiological discussion and the policy reaction Prof. Gert Vermeulen, Tom 




Organised Crime Environmental crime Dr. Lieselot Bisschop EUR ٧ ٧ ٧
Organised Crime State capture, phenomena (OMCG) Prof. Jelle Janssens UGhent ٧ ٧ ٧








Police and police studies Crime control, effectiveness and efficiency, checks and 
balances, accountability, empirical approach
Prof. Antoinette Verhage UGhent
٧
Security (Intelligence studies; Private security 
studies)
Legal framework; Political perspective Prof. 
And Dr.




The crossroads of the legal and the illegal EUR Group ٧
The dynamics between phenomena/deviance and the reactions/the control of it EUR Group EUR ٧
European Law and 
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ReMEIC Themes Topic Perspective Title Professor / Doctor University
Border Crossing Social Justice Security
Geo-Politics The common security and defense policy (CSDP) Civil crisis management, Security sector reform




Smart cities Privacy Prof. Gert Vermeulen UGhent
٧ ٧ ٧




Youth gangs Etiology Prof. Gert Vermeulen & 
Wim Hardyns
UGhent
Urban policy in the multicultural/superdiverse 
city’
Prof. Richard Staring & 
Gwen van Eijk
٧ ٧
Cities and Urban 
Transformation
٧
ReMEIC if a border crossing element is 











Network partners have indicated listed their research needs, research questions and procedures for 
cooperation (including internships). 
IMARC students can consult the network partner sheets on the digital learning platform for more 
detailed and regularly updated information per partner. If they want to apply for an internship or a 
research assignment, students have to contact the internship coordinator who has access to the 
network partner sheets that contain more detailed information on the procedures for cooperation, 
contact details and the commitment of the partners. 
Below you will find a matrix that shows the number of network partners that position themselves within 
each of the different IMARC themes and dimensions. Organisations were able to identify with several 
themes/dimensions. 
 Border Crossing Social Justice Security 
Radicalisation & 
Extremism  
5 6 10 
Human Smuggling 9 2 8 
Human Trafficking 9 6 8 
Theory & 
Methodology 
4 4 8 
Geo-Politics 3 1 3 
Inclusion and 
exclusion 
3 6 7 
Migration 8 7 9 
Culture and Hybrid 
Identities 
3 4 3 
EU Law and Policy on 
JHA 











B. Network Partne[OP57]rs 
 
Following organisations are IMARC partners. For more information and the most recent updates, 
please consult the [electronic platform] 
University 
in charge 
Network partner Website 
UNIBO ARCI www.arci.it 
ANCI www.anci.it 
Human Rights Nights Festival www.humanrightsnights.org 
Associazione Antigone www.associazioneantigone.it  
Arca di Noè www.arcacoop.com 
Piazza Grande www.piazzagrande.it 









Comune di Bologna http://www.comune.bologna.it/  




Kent Police www.kent.police.uk 
Prison Reform Trust   
  European Commission (DG 
Migration and Home Affairs) 
  
European Corporate Security 
Association 
/ 
European Monitoring Centre for 









Federal Public Service Home 




Federal Police - Directorate 










Federal Judicial Police - DJSOC - 
Environmental Crime Service 
  
NICC https://nicc.fgov.be/ 
Securitas (Cel Public Affairs) http://www.securitas.com 
  
European Crime Prevention 
Network Secretariat 
www.eucpn.org 
EUR Department of Safety, 
Municipality of Rotterdam 
  
NIT (Netherlands Institute Turkey)   
St. Paul's Church Rotterdam   
AVIM South-Holland South, 
department immigration affairs  
  
IND, Department Research and 
Analysis, Immigration and 
Naturalisation Service, Ministry of 
Safety and Justice 
  
Greek ombudsman   
ELTE   




Médecins Sans Frontieres   
 
C. Research questions/needs 
 
C.1. Research Needs 
 
Of all the consulted organisations that are able to facilitate research, 11 would be interested in 
discussing their internal organisational structure for research and methodology of knowledge 
processing. For almost all organisations, IMARC students could be of assistance by analysing problems, 
conducting qualitative research, presenting findings to different departments and/or implementing 
knowledge. 
Several organisations also explicitly expressed their wish to be informed of new and relevant research 
results regarding themes and topics they are dealing with, for example via access to online databases 
where research results are published. 
 
C.2. Research questions 
 
Although not all organisations shared research questions concerning the topics and phenomena they 
are currently dealing with, almost of all them indicated to be willing to share research questions in the 
future. Specific proposed research questions can be found in the network partner sheet. Students are 
free to propose other research questions within the field of expertise of the organisation. 
Below you will find a selection of the questions and themes we received. As you will notice, some of 
these questions are broadly formulated and they need to be further discussed and fine-tuned. 
Nevertheless, the list below gives students an idea of the actual and/or pressing issues listed by our 




- Future vision for combatting corruption through evidence based policing 
- Detection and judicial treatment of fraudulent systems 
- The civil servant’s perception of corruption: To what extent are officials willing to report 
corruption 
Security 





- Fact based policy on how to effectively neutralise armed aggressors (police training and 
mind set + involvement from the civil population[OP59]) 
Crime prevention 
- Which methodologies may or may not work? 
- Assessment of crime prevention initiatives implemented at local level 
Environmental crime 
- How to improve the efficiency and the effectiveness of environmental legislation? 
- How to improve information exchange between environmental enforcement 
(administrative, judicial) at national and international level? 
- How to improve the multidisciplinary approach to environmental crime? 
- How to achieve good Memoranda Of Understanding between the various enforcement 
services? 
Judicial Cooperation 
- The overlap and complementarity of the operations of Europol and Interpol, towards a 
future-oriented cooperation? 
- International Police Cooperation 2025? 
Radicalisation 
- The deployment of intervention and actors in the fight against violent radicalisation 
- Is there a "model" for the process of radicalisation? 
- What kinds of valid analysis are possible in the identification of a “feeling of insecurity”? 
- What is the role of citizens in combating violence, nuisance and radicalisation? 
Migration 
- Migration as a supra-local phenomenon 
- Which international measures are used in voluntary and forced return of undocumented 
migrants, comparing the policy of The Netherlands to other EU-nations (Re-integration 
fees, use of detention centres, use of taskforces from abroad, giving shelter for the 
homeless, medical care, labour protection, human trafficking) 
Prison Conditions 
- Analysis of the national prison systems and the related systems of alternatives to 
detention in Europe and comparison of these conditions to the international norms and 
standards relevant for the protections of detainees' fundamental rights. 
Terrorism 
- The link between human trafficking and terrorist financing 
Human Trafficking 




- The link between Human trafficking and sexual trafficking 
- European legislation on immigration and the fight against human and sexual trafficking 
- Correlation between sexual trafficking and asylum seeking  
- Links between transnational organized crime organizations and the system of welcoming 






D. Internship and research places[OP60] 
 
D.1. Number of estimated internship places 
 
Network partners provided us with an estimate of the number of students for whom they would 
possibly be able to facilitate research. The actual number of internship or research places a partner 
has to offer needs to be agreed upon on an ad hoc basis. It will depend upon the actual themes of the 
internship assignments and the internal circumstances at that moment. The overview beneath does 










The organisation would 
consider a non-native 
speaker with a 
profound knowledge of 
English 
EUR (2)   
Immigratie-en Naturalisatiedienst (IND), Ministerie van 
Veiligheid en Justitie 
1  
Support to Undocumented Migrants Rotterdam [ROS] 1 X 
Municipality Rotterdam   
Open Society Justice Initiatives   
Kent University (0)   
   
UGhent (18)   
Central Directorate for Combatting Corruption [CDBC] 2  
EMCDDA  X 
Eurojust  X 
European Commission – DG Migration & Home Affairs  X 
European Corporate Security Association [ECSA] 2 X 
European Crime Prevention Network [EUCPN] 1 X 
Federale Gerechtelijke Politie – DJSOC - Environment 1  
Federal Police - International Police Cooperation Management 2  
Federal Public Service – Directorate Local Integral Security 3  
Maritime & River Police (coastal branch) (BE) 
“Scheepvaartpolitie Kust (Federale politie)” 
2  
National Institute for Criminology and Criminalistics [NICC] 3 X 
Securitas 2 X 
UNIBO (6)   
Antigone Association 1 X 
Casa Delle Donne 2 X 
Regione Emilia-Romagna 1  
Human Rights Nights 2 X 
 
D.2. Main responsibilities of the student during the internship 
 
All the internship places will facilitate independent conduct of research by students, except for 
Antigone Association and Casa delle Donne where the student will only gather data. Students can also 




Other activities an intern might come into contact with during her or his internship and specific 
expectations from an intern are described in the network partner sheet. 
 
D.3. Access to data 
 
The students can get access to data at different organisations (currently 12) and can collect data for 
example through participant observation (currently at 10 organisations) and/or through consulting 
experts and specialists (currently at 10 organisations). Some organisations require the clearance of 
credentials first, this can take from 1 week up to 1 month. Given the confidentiality of their data, 10 
organisations impose the obligation of professional secrecy upon their interns. Particular agreements 
in this regard need to be made via the internship coordinator. 
 
D.4. Internship acceptance procedure 
 
Most organisations will only accept an intern after receiving a CV and a motivation letter. A minority 
of the organisations expect a detailed description of the internship assignment and/or will only accept 
an intern after an interview. In some cases an extract of the criminal record is required. 
In case the demand for a specific internship exceeds the offer, some of the partner organisations prefer 
that the internship coordinator of the university chooses the candidates based on their grades and 
written motivation. Some organisations prefer to organise a selection round. Particular arrangements 










A. Operational Guidelines 
 
The Master’s thesis is a required part of the IMARC programme. Doing research in social sciences 
means that the student should design and conduct empirical research autonomously. In this research, 
both quantitative and qualitative methods can be used. A Master’s thesis consists of original empirical 
results (which can also be document-based, e.g. studies of police and judicial files, content and 
discourse analysis), carried out by the student; literature-based studies are only allowed if they have 
demonstrable innovative elements; sheer inventories of existing literature are not accepted as a 
research Master’s thesis. 
The research shall draw on and deepen subjects covered in the courses, build on the knowledge and 
skills acquired throughout the programme and showing that the student is capable of original, 
independent research. The thesis is based on empirical data that are collected by the student.  
Fieldwork or other empirical research abroad (either in one of the countries of the consortium partners 
or associated partners or indeed in any other country) is encouraged. The thesis has to be an individual 
endeavour, but, as long as the research questions and theoretical framework are sufficiently different 
from one another, students can use the same datasets. Students demonstrate their oral skills by 
defending the thesis at the end of the second year of the programme. By enrolling in the IMARC 




The subject of the Master's thesis and the supervisor are chosen during the 2nd semester. The subject 
of the Master's thesis must be limited and clearly defined. Defining the problem statement must be 
done in consultation with the student and the supervisor. On the one hand, the student is free to 
contact different suitable supervisors with a mandatory written motivation. On the other hand, every 
potential supervisor has the right, after discussing the topic and the problem statement, to agree or 
disagree with the proposed topic. 
In order to safeguard adequate supervision, the research is to be carried out in the field of the research 
line of the track the student has chosen, within the dimensions of IMARC and within the field of 
expertise of IMARC staff members. For guidance, students will be provided with a list of eligible 
promotors and their research interests. IMARC staff may also suggest that, when writing their thesis, 






Master’s thesis proposal 
 
After the first semester, when the student decides on the track she / he will follow, a thesis proposal 
needs to be submitted. At the first preliminary planning, student and supervisor agree upon a research 
question and the embryo of a theoretical and methodological framework which lead to the thesis 
proposal. At this stage, the supervisor and student discuss their mutual expectations of the supervision 
(the kind of supervision (focus), role of the supervisor, role of the student, frequency of supervision, 
the method of supervision, assessment criteria, expectations and goals of the student and the 
supervisor, potential problems). It is recommended that the student makes a short summary of all 
agreements made during this conversation[SM62][OP63].  
The prospective supervisor will judge whether the thesis proposal is sufficiently innovative and feasible 
and makes suggestions as regards the plan and the theoretical and methodological setup. The thesis 
proposal must contain:  
• A clear definition of the issue; 
• An outline of the aims and objectives of the thesis; 
• The relevance of the topic, especially in relation to the subject field; 
• Their intended methodological approach; 
• The theoretical framework of the study; 
• The formulation of appropriate research questions or hypotheses; 
• Provisional content (structure); 









Each thesis is supervised by one supervisor from the university where the student has taken the second 
semester track and a co-supervisor from one of the other consortium-partners. A third reader can also 
be assigned (this is optional). Fieldwork arrangements will be made in close correspondence with the 
supervisors. 
 
Role of the student 
 
The student complies with the agreements made at supervision meetings. She/he must demonstrate 
considerable independence in searching for relevant literature, designing the problem statement and 
the research questions, adopting appropriate methodology, setting up research, critically analysing the 
data, developing and sticking to the time frame, taking care of the layout and structure, editing texts, 
and so forth. The student(s) should contact the supervisors at regular intervals to report about the 
work and the difficulties that she / he experiences.  
 
Role of the supervisor 
 
The main responsibility for the supervision lies with the supervisor. Supervisory communication with 
the student includes one preliminary discussion of the research plan (before the thesis is registered), 
and several supervisory meetings and research labs (involving other students) before the final 
submission of the thesis. If the distance does not allow face-to-face supervision and/or research labs 
on a regular basis, Skype conversations can be used for this purpose. 
The supervisor is expected to assist the student in designing the Master’s thesis by reading and 
commenting on the student’s work during mandatory evaluation meetings. During these meetings, the 
supervisor helps to identify the direction and the scope of the research, helps with the logical structure 
of the content and formulates suggestions and critical questions with the timely entries. The focus of 
supervision is primarily on the structure of the work, the theoretical and methodological soundness, 
the process of data collection and analysis as well as consideration of any ethical issues . The supervisor 
also makes sure that the student respects discretion and other deontological rules while editing the 
thesis (provided that the supervisor is able to evaluate the student's work on a regular basis). 
 
Role of the co-supervisor 
 






Role of the 3rd reader[SM66][OP67] 
 
The 3rd reader, called for her or his specific expertise (in agreement between the main supervisor, co-
supervisor and the student), is only involved during the final evaluation-moment and will read the 




The final proposal and the progression of the research is discussed in a ‘Research Lab’ consisting of a 
small group of students working on comparable themes and a supervisor[OP70]. If this is not possible 
(e.g. due to the fact that the student is not at the same location as the supervisor), the research Lab 
can also be organised by email, telephone or skype. 
 
Formal guidelines of the Master’s thesis 
 
The cover page 
 
The cover page must contain:  
• IMARC – logo 
• Name, student number, name supervisor, co-supervisor and, if applicable, the third reader 
• Academic year in which the master's thesis is submitted 
• Title (and subtitle) 
• Course-code 
• Degree programme 
• University and Department 
• Statement: “Master’s thesis submitted to (name of university) in fulfilment of the 




Students can use any font, but the font size should correspond to the font "Times New Roman", pitch 
12. The default line spacing is one and a half. White pages may only be added to distinguish large parts 







The MA thesis must contain the following parts, clearly distinguished: title page, word prefix[OP71], table 
of contents, summary  (max. 1 page that contains the problem statement, the methodology and the 
obtained results), introduction (including the problem statement and the main research question), the 
corpus (or the actual text of the master's thesis that contains the results and discussion); [OP72]the 
conclusion (in which answers are formulated to the questions in the introduction); and the 
bibliography (references). 
The Master’s thesis may also contain the following components: list of used abbreviations, list of 




The students are expected to write a Master’s thesis of at least 25,000 words and up to 30,000 words 




The author uses references to other literature to compile her/his master's thesis. She or he needs to 
use correct referencing techniques, acknowledging the sources of information and avoiding any 
charges of plagiarism (this will be further discussed in the following section).  
The students are advised to use the APA referencing style and they are stimulated to use referencing 
software (e.g. Endnote) so that they learn to comply with the various referencing styles used by 




The Master’s thesis must be written in English. Every partner will ask for authorisation to write the 
master’s thesis in English via supervisors (EUR), the faculty (UGhent) or the degree programme board 







The deadline for thesis submission in 2020-2021 [SM73][OP74]will be Click or tap to enter a date.. 
[W75][OP76]To find common ground with the consortium on this date, information about the semester 
division and pre-established teaching and examination periods at the partner university’s will be 
compared. 
Students are required to upload an electronic version of their thesis into a folder on the IMARC digital 
platform and print a proof of submission. The upload interface can be found at Click or tap here to 
enter text.[W77][OP78]. The student must also deliver 2 hard copies of the thesis, which are exactly the 
same as the electronic version. Copies should be double-sided and bound ecologically and submitted 
to the student administration at the campus site of the study programme together with the certificate. 
 
Resubmission of a Master’s thesis that is judged ‘insufficient’ upon first submission 
 
If a Master’s thesis does not receive at least a ‘pass’ mark upon initial submission, the student can 
resubmit her/his thesis. If the Master’s thesis committee has enough confidence that a good thesis can 
be delivered in a reasonable period of (extra) time set by the committee, the student will be given 
guidance and criteria that need to be met in order to get a pass.  
The deadline for thesis resubmission in 2020-2021 will be Click or tap to enter [OP79]a date.. To find 
common ground with the consortium on this date, information about the semester division and second 







Thesis Evaluation of the Written Text  
 
Each thesis (written part) will be evaluated by the Master’s thesis reading committee: the supervisor, 
the co-supervisor (possibly from another IMARC partner) and, possibly, a 3rd reader. If only the written 
text is evaluated, at least three evaluators are required. If the evaluation takes place on the basis of 
the written text and the oral defence, two evaluators are sufficient. [SM80][OP81]The criteria used for the 
non-periodical evaluation [W82][OP83]can be found in the IMARC template for evaluation of the Master’s 
thesis – Part A (see attachment) that will be made available to the students in advance. When 
evaluating the thesis, the supervisors will assess the substance, meaning and value of the research to 
be carried out. These are the operational criteria used to determine the success of the thesis: problem 
statement and relevance; literature review and theoretical framework; methodological account and 
approach; conclusion; structure of the thesis; representation and assessment of the process. The final 
competencies a student should have acquired are the following: [OP84][OP85][W86][OP87] 
 
• To develop in-depth specialised knowledge and insights in the issue under study, which fits 
the IMARC criteria. To be able to critically reflect upon the reactions to these phenomena 
from general and criminological frames of reference involving different paradigms, 
perspectives and research traditions. 
• To be able to demonstrate scientifically correct, and if required practice oriented, 
connections between different sub-disciplines of criminological science. 
• To be able to master a (meta) criminological theme as a critical, independent intellectual. 
• To be able to differentiate between essence and detail. 
• To acknowledge the role of social and international influences. 
• The ability to independently pursue and unravel a chosen theme and to develop a logical 
argument in light of diverging perspectives and current criminological debates. 
• The ability to translate a complex problem into an intelligible and fluent analysis. 
• To identify, appraise, select, process and critically apply relevant criminological sources and 
scientific literature in a high-quality paper. 
• The engage with different related (sub)disciplines, different databases and libraries, in 
different languages. 
• The ability to analyse diverging points of view and evaluate them in an objective manner. 
• Self-discipline to initiate regular feedback on the status of the master's thesis and to 
gradually implement a thorough research design. 











Those Master’s theses that receive at least a pass mark for the written part, will be presented at a Final 
Session attended by all IMARC students and at least one representative from every consortium 
partner. If the Master’s thesis reading committee decides that quality of the thesis is sufficient, the 
student will be invited for the oral defence during the closing week. The oral defence is held during a 
publicly accessible closing seminar at one of the partner universities and starts with a brief description 
of the thesis delivered by the candidate.  The defence takes the form of a 20-minute oral presentation 
by the student followed by questions by the thesis committee where in-depth questions may be raised 
and specific issues discussed. The examination focuses on the student’s ability to engage with the final 
version of the thesis in scholarly terms and to address the comments and questions posed. 
The aim of the examination is to involve the student in serious scholarly debate about her/his project 
and its relevance to wider scholarly debates. Students will be challenged to elaborate on any critical 
points that emerge and to draw out implications, directions for future inquiry, and otherwise respond 
to relevant ideas not explicitly covered in the thesis. The defence is intended to give an opportunity to 
the student to engage in serious academic debate with more experienced scholars and thus to 
demonstrate and develop the student’s analytic and verbal competencies. When the members of the 
committee have had an opportunity to question the student, the examination can be opened to 
questions from invitees from within the criminological field (e.g. non-HEI network partners) and fellow 
students. 
The date of the oral defence is determined by the receiving university that is responsible for organizing 
the closing seminar of that year. The oral defence can be postponed only in exceptional cases, if it does 
not conflict with the rules of both home and host universities. This has to be approved by both 
universities, by the head of the department and the IMARC coordinator.  
 
Master’s thesis committee 
 
The assessment of the oral defence will be carried out by the joint thesis committee. The supervisor 
shares the thesis amongst the members two weeks prior to the oral defence, acts as chair [OP88]of the 
committee and moderates the discussion. When a member of the thesis committee is not able to be 
present physically, he or she can attend the oral defence via skype with permission of the chair. 
 





The oral defence will be evaluated by the thesis committee according to the criteria in the IMARC 
template for evaluation of the Master’s thesis – Part B (please refer to Annex V) that will be made 
available to the students in advance. Members of the committee assess the oral defence in terms of 
the overall quality and significance of the thesis. Important factors to evaluate are student’s ability to 
verbally analyse the key issues in the thesis and answer the questions; elaborate on key points in the 
thesis; explain under-developed or absent points related to the thesis; and, if appropriate, apply the 
insights of the thesis to related texts, studies, issues, etc. The oral defence tests the student’s ability 
to make analytical connections quickly, articulate ideas, and to think about the issues in the thesis from 
various angles or perspectives. The quality of her/his answers and the added value to the written text 
determine the success of the defence.  
 
Final Thesis Grade 
 
After the oral defence, the committee convenes in private to determine the final grade, taking into 
consideration the grade received for the written thesis and the evaluation of the performance of the 
oral defence. The credits awarded to the written text and the oral defence are based on a 
predetermined fixed percentage (80%/20%). In case there is a discrepancy between the grades 
proposed by the members, the thesis committee will draw inspiration from the average of proposed 
grades that is used as a starting point to determine a fair final grade by consensus[OP89]. Only the final 
thesis grade will appear on a student’s degree transcript. 
The final grade for the theses of all students will be posted on the digital learning platform on Click or 
tap to enter a date.. The grades will be listed in such a way as to ensure the anonymity of the 
students[OP90]. 
 
Profiles for final grading 
 
A common profile for grading has been developed to make clear-cut agreements amongst partner 
universities and to ensure transparency towards students in this regard. The product of this exercise is 




Plagiarism is considered to be a form of fraud and an irregularity. We consider as plagiarism: presenting 
(parts of) an existing source under student’s own name or without referencing. Plagiarism may relate 
to different forms of products such as text (written, oral), image (pictures, film, charts, schemas, figures 
...), database, structure, mind-set, ideas. 
The thesis is automatically checked for plagiarism when submitted through the usage of software (such 
as Ephorus or Turnitin). If detected, the supervisor informs the thesis committee and the examination 




plagiarism conform the regulations of the host university. The student is invited to defend him/herself 
before the exam committee (that can gather physically or through email or video conferencing) after 
which a decision is taken and a sanction may be imposed (expulsion from the programme; failure to 




A  total amount of 30 ECTS will be awarded to the Master’s thesis. 80% of the score will be based on 
the written part and 20% on the oral defence. The other ECTS of the last year (30 ECTS of the 60 ECTS 
in total) can be filled out flexible (internship, fieldwork, research lab, presentation at common sessions) 
per university as long as the amount of 60 ECTS is reached.[W91][OP92] 
 
Usage of Data 
 
The theses will be archived in an online repository which is accessible to the public and can be stored 
in the library of the host university. It is possible for the student to request for access to the thesis on 
the internet to be blocked in case the content of a thesis might put them in danger or present an ethical 
conflict, or because the thesis contains private or sensitive information or information likely to 
jeopardise national security. 









B. Template for Evaluation of the Master’s thesis (written part) 
 
Name student : ___________________________________________________________ 
Student number : ___________________________________________________________ 
Supervisor : ___________________________________________________________ 
Co-supervisor : ___________________________________________________________ 
Title Thesis : ___________________________________________________________ 
Grade :                /100 
 
For the assessor: Please find attached an overview of pertinent questions related to the following 

















































A. Problem statement and relevance 
Has the candidate shown ability to conduct an original investigation? 
                          
                         /10 
A.1. Formulating the problem statement  
 
☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
A.2. Formulating the research questions ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
A.3. Scientific relevance 
 
☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
A.4. Social relevance 
 
☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
A.5. Originality ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
B. Literature / Theoretical framework 
Has the candidate shown an understanding of how his/her special theme 
is related to a wider field of knowledge? 
                          
            /20 
B.1. Connection theoretical framework – research question ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
B.2. Explanation of the theoretical framework / central concepts 
 
☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
B.3. Extent of the discussed literature 
 





















































B.4. Quality and originality of the discussed literature 
 
☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
B.5. Critical review of the discussed literature ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
C. Methodological accountability and approach                           
            /20 
 
C.1. Underpinning the choice for methodology and technique (design) 
 
☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
C.2. Operationalization and description of application methods 
 
☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
C.3. Reflection research possibilities and constraints 
 
☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
C.4. Quality and depth of research 
 
☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
C.5. Research ethics ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
D. Conclusion                           
                         /10 
 
D.1. Quality of analysis (application theory-empiric) 
 
☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
D.2. Persuasiveness 
 
☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
D.3. Value of recommendations and reflection (if applicable) 
 
☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
D.4. Internal consistency ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
E. Structure & design 
Has the candidate shown appropriate ability in the organisation of the 
material in the thesis? 
                          
                         /10 
E.1. Logical, step-by-step answering the problem statement 
 
☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
E.2. Layout 
 
☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
E.3. Connection and transition between chapters 
 
☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
F. Representation 
Has the candidate shown appropriate ability in the presentation of the 
material in the thesis? 
                          























































☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
F.2. Formulation 
 
☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
F.3. Citation ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
F.4. Design and finishing (including literature list and attachments) 
 
☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
G. Assessment of the process and the attitude of the student  
(to fill in by the supervisor) 
a. Execution of research (data collection) 
                          
                        /20 
G.a.1. Independence 
 
☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
G.a.2. Extent of empirical research 
 
☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
b. Writing the thesis                            
G.b.1. Independence 
 
☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
G.b.2. Processing by the student of the supervisor’s comments 
 
☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
G.b.3. Integration of material in thesis 
 
☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
H. Overall assessment 
(To fill in by the 2nd reader (and co-supervisor)) 
                          
            /20 
 
a. Does the candidate's work show that study of the subject of the 
thesis has been carried out with adequate industry and 
application? 
☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
b. Does the thesis make a relevant contribution to the practical 
knowledge within the field of study? 
☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 















Name : _________________________ Name : _________________________ 
Date : _________________________ Date : _________________________ 
Place : _________________________ Place : _________________________ 
C. Template for Evaluation of the Master’s thesis (oral part) 
 
Name student : ___________________________________________________________ 
Student number : ___________________________________________________________ 
Supervisor : ___________________________________________________________ 
Co-supervisor : ___________________________________________________________ 
Title Thesis : ___________________________________________________________ 








































A. Organisation & logical structure 
A.1. Introduction defines importance of research ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
A.2. Articulation of the problem  ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
A.3. Structure of content provides evidence of reflective and creative 
organisation of information 
☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
A.4. Information is presented in a logical sequence. ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
A.5. Presentation appropriately cites requisite number of references. ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
 
A.6. An outline of the importance and originality of the research ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
 
B. Content & argumentation 
 
B.1. Argumentation based on scientific theories ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 











































B.3. Assessment and analysis of supporting evidence ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
B.4. Ability to apply fundamental concepts to advanced topics in 
criminology  
☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
B.5. Ability to synthesize information creatively ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
B.6. Technical terms are well-defined in language appropriate for  
the target audience 
☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
B.7. Clear conclusion of the discussed findings and arguments ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
C. Presentation 
 
C.1 .Language skills and pronunciation 
 
☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
C.2 .Clear, audible voice ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
C.3. Content accessibility 
 
☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
C.4. Good eye contact with the audience, good intonation and 
appropriately animated (e.g. body language) 
☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
C.5. Length of presentation is within the assigned time limits ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
C.6. Material included is used effective and relevant to the overall 
message/purpose 
☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
D. Improvisation & addressing questions 
 
E.1. Independently responsive to questions  ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
E.2. Self-criticism ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 






D. Guidelines for the examiner’s report form for the IMARC Master’s Thesis 
 
A. Problem statement and relevance 
 
Is there a clear demarcation of the problem statement? (A.1.) 
Have the aim and objectives been stated clearly and adequately demarcated with respect to the 
problem statement? (A.5.) 
Has the main research question been clearly formulated? (A.2.) 
Does the main question lead to relevant hypotheses in a systematic and valid way? (A.2.) 
Is the main question based on relevant academic concepts and theories, and legitimised by up-to-date 
academic or social developments? (A.3./A.4.) 
Has the theoretical and / or practical significance of the research been sufficiently demonstrated? 
(A.3./A.4.) 
Is the research question original? (A.6.) 
 
B. Literature / Theoretical framework 
 
Is the selected literature relevant to the research question? (B.1.) 
Have key concepts, ideas, theories, arguments and data been explained? (B.2.) 
Are all relevant variables included in the research, defined and demarcated with respect to central 
concepts? (B.2.) 
Are the main views and trends in the research domain acknowledged? (B.3.) 
Is the selected literature current, international, of sufficient scientific level and original (no reference 
to secondary sources)? (B.3.) 
Have all necessary elements been categorized, compared and synthesized from the literature in a 
scholarly way? (B.4.) 
Has the literature been critically evaluated? (B.5.) 
Has there been attention to limitations, conflicting findings and uncertainties? (B.5.) 
Is there a clear separation between the literature and own views? (B.5.) 
 
C. Methodological accountability and approach 
 
Is there a statement of the research method followed? (C.1.) 
Is the research method clearly justified, described and repeatable (C.1) 
Are hypotheses formulated if possible? (C.1.) 
Is the research structure suitable to the main question? (C.2.) 
If applicable: 
o Has the research design been adequately described and justified? Do they offer 
sufficient possibilities for generalization of the results obtained? (C.2.) 
o Is the reliability and validity of the data collection instruments used empirically, 





o Is the analytical method suitable (not too complex or simple) to get an answer the 
formulated research questions and/or hypotheses? (C.3.) 
Is the research design justified and capable of actualizing the aims and objectives? (C.4.) 
Have relevant and up-to-date qualitative and quantitative research methods been employed? (C.4.) 
Is the research profound (complexity, depth and scope of the research) (C.4.) 
Did the student follow the ethical standards and values in conducting the research? (C.5.) 
If applicable: was the study approved by an ethics committee and has an informed consent been signed 




Do conclusions follow from the evidence and arguments presented? (D.1.) 
Is the analysis and interpretation of the data accurate, reliable, comprehensive and verifiable (D.1.) 
Are the right conclusions drawn from the literature review? Are there no exaggerations and/or 
misinterpretations? (D.1.) 
Is there a critical discussion regarding similarities and discrepancies with existing literature? (D.1.) 
Has attention been paid to alternative interpretation methods and unexpected findings? (D.1.) 
Are the conclusions correctly derived from the research design and analysis of the data? (D.1.) 
Are the findings discussed in the light of other studies and placed in a broader context? (D.1.) 
Is the level of the analysis and interpretation of the data sufficient? (D.2.) 
Is there a clear, complete, logical and consistent reporting of the results obtained? (D.2.) 
Are statements or conclusions clearly justified by the data or the analysis of arguments? (D.2.) 
Are the limitations and shortcomings of the study discussed in a realistic and critical way? (D.2.) 
Is the subjective interpretation of the results clearly separated from an objective summary of the 
conclusion? (D.3.) 
Are the conclusions reconnected to the original problem statement and research questions of the 
study? (D.3.) 
Has sufficient attention been paid to theoretical and/or practical implications of the findings? (D.3.) 
Have logical and meaningful suggestions been formulated for further research? (D.3.) 
Have individual vision, originality and creativity been clearly displayed? (D.3.) 
Is there a coherent, logical and convincing argument? (D.4.) 
Does the argument lead to theoretically embedded conclusions/partial conclusions that are relevant 
to the main questions? (D.4.) 
 
E. Structure & design 
 
Is there a logical and relevant structure, consisting of the following: title page, table of contents, 
summary (max. 1 page), main question, results, discussion, conclusion and references? (E.1.) 
Is the arrangement logical? (E.1.) 
Does the thesis meet the required requirements in terms of layout (size, style, font, …)? (E.2) 
Does the thesis have a correct and logical layout in chapters, paragraphs and subparagraphs that is 








Is the thesis well written in terms of proper grammar, including spelling and punctuation? (F.1.) 
Is the thesis written clearly and effectively? (F.2.) 
Can this thesis be released into the public domain for other researchers to use? (F.2.) 
Have the data and results been adequately and correctly presented? (F.2) 
Have sources been correctly and fully cited and all proper attribution of ideas given? (F.3.) 
Are the citations clear, consistent, complete and detailed? (F.3.) 
Does the reporting include adapted tables, figures and graphs to clarify the results obtained? (F.4.) 
Is the bibliography as expected, containing all necessary works? (F.4.) 
 
G. Assessment of the process and the attitude of the student (to fill in by supervisor) 
a. Execution of research (data collection) 
 
Can the student plan her/his work? (G.a.1.) 
Has the student demonstrated: 
o Motivation and commitment  (G.a.1.) 
o Own initiative  (G.a.1.) 
o Critical attitude (G.a.2.) 
Was there sufficient content input from the student? (G.a.2.) 
 
b. Writing thesis 
 
Was there sufficient practical independence of the student while writing the thesis (searching 
literature, organization research design, data management and data processing, etc.) (G.b.1.) 
How did the student respond to suggestions from the promoter? (G.b.2.) 















Please describe the 
research topic(s) in 
your field of 
expertise that are 
related to the 
overarching theme 
of IMARC (Border 
Crossing, Security & 
Social Justice) and/or 
the themes 
addressed in the 
modules.  
Themes that will be addressed in IMARC courses are Theory & 
Methodology, Geo‐Politics, Cities and Urban Transformations, Inclusion and 
exclusion, Migration, Human Smuggling, Human Trafficking, Culture and 
Hybrid Identities, Radicalisation and extremism, European Union Law 
















Please elaborate on 
the thematic 
perspective of your 
Next to a joint focus on Border Crossing, Security and Social Justice, all four 
IMARC consortium partners have a specific expertise in the field of 
transnational phenomena. Due to their different geopolitical roles and 
positions, they reflect different perspectives on the fight against 
transnational organised crime and the processes in which refugee and 
irregular migration flows are connected to wider global conflicts (e.g. crime 
control focus, crimmigration focus, social welfare approach, theoretical 







(e.g. perspectives on 
migration: crime, 
threat, social 







Please indicate if and 
how you would like 
to be involved during 
the supervision and 
evaluation of the 
dissertation. Please 
also  indicate the 
maximum of 
dissertations you 
would like to 
supervise/evaluate. 
 
Each thesis is supervised by a staff member from one of ReMEIC’s partners 
and a supervisor from either another ReMEIC partner, an associated partner 
or a stakeholder. Colleagues who are not eligible to supervise can provide 















Could an internship be available for IMARC students, for research projects 
that are planned or in progress? If so, in what way is this research relevant 



















































Dear Sir or madam,  
The European Union has tried to build a common criminal justice area within its external 
borders. The continuous fight against serious and organised crime and recent escalation of 
terrorism, coupled with the challenges of large-scale migration, refugees and radicalisation 
have increased the recognition of the need for joint international responses, in which security 
demands and social justice need to be balanced. It is evident that, in order to address these 
challenges, there is a need for highly educated people with an international, multi-cultural 
training and outlook; people who are able to combine viewpoints from different disciplines, 
including the legal, political and cultural-sociological discipline; people with the ability to 
analyse the complex processes in which refugee and irregular migration flows and migration 
related farms of transnational organised crime are connected to wider global conflicts. In this 
context, the ideas for the Research Master’s Programme on Border Crossing, Security and 
Social Justice emerged. 
The partners, University of Kent (hereafter UKent), Ghent University (hereafter UGent), 
University of Bologna (hereafter UNIBO) and Erasmus University Rotterdam (hereafter EUR), 
will develop and implement a two years Research Master's programme in European and 
International Criminology (hereafter: ReMEIC). ReMEIC aims to start on September 1st 2019. 
The programme involves the designing of an integrated curriculum that will create the 
academically most challenging, most up-to-date and socially most relevant learning-
environment for the best of the undergraduate students in Criminology, other social sciences 
and law, as well as professionals working in related organisations. Aside from taking advanced 
courses in research methods as well as a specialised track of courses on different aspects of the 
overarching themes of Border Crossing, Security and Social Justice, the students will be 
engaged in actually doing research in the working field of ReMEIC.  
We would like to invite you to be actively involved in the further completion of the programme 
that will train the professionals your organisation might need in the future. This creates an 
opportunity for potential employers to advance the training of researchers who might be 
offered the opportunity to carry out in house assignments. We kindly invite you to share 
potential research questions, possible need for interns, procedural guidelines for cooperation 
and the extent to which you would like to be engaged in research projects, the development 
of ReMEIC and its future educational direction. Mapping this information in a stakeholder-
based guidebook will create a better insight in which synergies can be developed between you 
and the Research Master. 
We sincerely hope that we can count on your enthusiasm for this project. We would be very 
grateful if you could send us your reply by Friday 29 September at the latest. Thank you in 














Location of headquarters 
 
Countries of activity  
 
☐ Belgium ☐ Netherlands 
☐ Germany ☐ Turkey 
☐ Hungary ☐ UK 
☐ Italy ☐ European  
☐ Morocco ☐ International  
 
 
Sort of organisation 
 
☐ National NGO ☐ Judiciary  
☐ Police ☐ Customs 
☐ Policy ☐ Social welfare  
☐ Aliens detention-centre ☐ Military 
☐ Immigration services ☐ Correctional 
services/Penitentiary/Prison 
☐ Voluntary refugee-centre ☐ Intelligence (military) 
☐ Port- and municipal authorities ☐ Intelligence (civil)  
☐ Large international NGO’s ☐ Civilian police  
☐ Prosecutors  ☐ Research & education 
☐ Governmental agency  ☐ Other, please specify:  












The research master in European and international criminology aims at connecting stakeholders in 
the overarching themes of Border Crossing, Security and Social Justice. Like your organisation, 
ReMEIC aims to address the challenges of large-scale migration, refugees, radicalisation and 
transnational crime (border crossing). Research will be oriented towards balancing fair and equal 
opportunities and protection (social justice) and preventive, protective and repressive regulation, 
policy and measures (security demands). We kindly ask you to answer the following questions that 
are designed to give you some preliminary steps towards describing your field of expertise and 
research needs.  
 
Please describe (a) the key issues and topics that your organisation is dealing with and (b) what 
kind of crimes and/or social phenomena your organisation focusses on specifically. 
 
Which thematic perspectives would fit your organisation for the ReMEIC dimensions? 
 
 Border Crossing Social Justice Security 
Radicalisation & Extremism     
Human Smuggling    
Human Trafficking    
Theory & Methodology    
Geo-Politics    
Inclusion and exclusion    
Migration    
Culture and Hybrid Identities    
European Union Law and Policy 
on Justice and Home Affairs 
   
Regulation and Control    
Other. Please specify:  
 
   
 
 
We would like to invite you to be actively involved in identifying critical research questions 






If so, could you elaborate on these themes by identifying relevant research questions that you 
would like to see investigated? 
 
Would you be interested in having a ReMEIC student analysing your internal … 
 
☐ Organisational structures 

















One of the objectives of the Research Master is to encourage and develop a synergy between you 
and the best of the undergraduate students in Criminology and other social sciences. By having 
ReMEIC-students working on key issues in your field, extra research capacity is created for you while 
researchers develop the ability to engage in collaborative and useful research that is related to Border 
Crossing, Social Justice and Security.  
 
Research Place(s) 
Are you interested to facilitate research on key issues in your work field?  
 
☐ Yes. If so,  
 
1.1.1.1. For how many interns would you be interested to facilitate 
research? 
 
Minimum:   
Maximum:   
 
 
☐ No. If so, could you please elaborate on the (practical) issues why offering an 
internship is not possible? 
 
(Proceed to 4. Expectations of learning outcomes) 
 
 
What are your expectations of the competences of ReMEIC students working on research related 
internship assignments at your organisation? 
 
What are the names and fields of expertise of the people in your organisation who can act as a site 
supervisor?  
 












Would you be able to offer access to data? 
 
☐ Yes. If so, does access to data depend on the clearance level? 
 







Is there a possibility you would hire an intern after he or she successfully terminated the 






The Role of the Intern  
What would be the main responsibilities of the intern? 
 
☐ Independent conduct of research 
☐ Participating observation 
☐ Actively contributing to the development of policy 
☐ Gathering data 
☐ Consulting experts and specialists 
☐ Administrative tasks 






What other activities might the intern come into contact with during his internship? 
 
Internship Procedure  
(please attach standard induction procedure documents concerning internships if available) 
What is the procedure to accept an intern (e.g., potential intern has to write a motivational 
letter)?  
 










If it appears that the demand for a specific internship exceeds the offer, would you prefer that the 
internship coordinator of the university chooses the candidates based on their grades and written 
motivation (your involvement would only be considered after a positive exploratory conversation 
with the forwarded candidate)? Alternatively, would you like to decide by organising a selection 
round? 
 
☐ The internship coordinator of the university choses the candidate(s) 
☐ We prefer to organise a selection round  
 
Is there an obligation to professional secrecy and how is it regulated? 
 




☐ Yes. If so, what is this procedure? 
















Expectations of Learning Outcomes  
 
Training and teaching provided by universities are sometimes lacking in terms of preparing future 
researchers for the increasingly competitive job market. In this section of the questionnaire, we 
would like to ask potential stakeholders about the ideal profile of a ReMEIC-graduate working in 
their organisation.  
 
Could you please describe a possible working position for a ReMEIC-graduate employed by your 
organisation? If possible, please be specific about the tasks and activities that the future 
researcher would be involved in. 
 
Based on your experience, what aspects of the training for young researchers do you think are 
missing from the training and teaching provided by universities? 
 
What aspects of the training of future researchers would you like the ReMEIC master programme 
to improve or strengthen? 
 
How important are the following qualities for working in your organisation? (Please, evaluate the 
importance of each quality on a scale of 1-5, 1 being “not important” and 5 being “essential”) 
 
 Conducting research and publishing research results in an honest and ethical 
manner, in order to contribute to the wider body of knowledge 
 Exercising and developing increased capacity for independent, honest and critical 
thought 
 Advanced knowledge of 
 
 Actors, policy processes and decision-making processes in the 
criminological field 
 The European and international institutional and policy development 
context of criminology and the criminal justice system 
 Specific deviation and criminal phenomena and the responses thereto 
 Multi-dimensional, multidisciplinary, integrated approach of criminality 
and deviance phenomena 
 
 
 Scientific competences 
 
 Critical analysis of crime and deviant phenomena and responses from a 
theory and research point of view 
 Setting up a relevant and coherent research plan 
 
 






 Innovative, scientifically motivated policy-oriented, policy-making and 
policy-supporting way of thinking 
 Critical and self-reflecting thinking and adjusting if necessary 
 To show an active attitude towards actuality, permanent knowledge 
development and “lifelong learning” 
 
 
 Competences in communicating and collaborating 
 
 Communicate clearly about a theoretical or practice-oriented 
criminological relevant topic 
 Communicate personal views and/or results of (own) research verbally, 
adapted to the target audience 
 Open up for and participate in the academic and professional debate 
within the criminological domain 
 
 
 Social competences 
 
 Understand the social role and responsibility of a criminologist and the 
related ethical, cultural and legal issues 
 Critical reflections on current policy in various criminologically relevant 
domains 
 Respect integrity and deontological standards in the scientific work and 
in the functioning of a criminologist 
 Integrating cultural sensitivity and respect for diversity, pluralism and 
tolerance in the scientific work and in the functioning as a criminologist 
 
 
 Field-specific competences 
 
 Work independently and in a team in a criminologically relevant 
workplace 
 Be open to insights from other knowledge areas in the practice-
oriented approach to criminological issues 
 A professional attitude that demonstrates constructive and generalistic 
judgment, critical distance and independent thinking 
 
 














To align the ReMEIC programme as closely as possible to the research needs that are put forward 
by you, we would like to invite you to be a part of the Stakeholder Committee. Through this 
committee, you will be involved in (a) setting up a relevant set of courses and tracks, (b) developing 
harmonised intercultural and international learning outcomes that prepare students to work in your 
field of expertise and (c) the quality insurance and evaluation of the master dissertations. 
 




☐ No. If so, are you willing to  
 
☐ Give feedback on the individual courses, tracks and the 
overall programme structure 
☐ Develop harmonised intercultural and international 
learning outcomes that prepare students to work 
☐ Be involved in the quality insurance and evaluation of the 
master dissertations 
☐ Communicate digitally to support the development of 
ReMEIC 
☐ Collaborate in knowledge transfer and the dissemination of 
results 








Because we want to learn your opinion and take into account your needs and concerns, we also 
organise multiplier events. By bringing practitioners and academics together, (a) a platform is 
created where research needs and questions, and the intellectual outputs of the ReMEIC project 
can be aligned and shared, and (b) we can explore what we can mean to each other. Specifically, 
the goals of the meeting is to: 
  
To gather with participants representing researchers, the criminal justice system, policymakers and 
practitioners to discuss the current challenges and prioritise future research needs.  
To explore the barriers to research the recent escalation of terrorism, coupled with the challenges 
of large-scale migration, refugees and radicalisation, and how partnerships among stakeholders can 
address such barriers. 
To further develop ongoing partnerships and dialogue among practitioners, organisations, 
government agencies, and researchers. 
 
Are you willing to attend such events (the first one-day multiplier event is planned for the 4th of 
December 2017 in Ghent)? The consortium carries the costs directly linked to the event but travel 
and accommodation expenses cannot be financed from the budget. 
  





If so, are you willing to address the other guests about the research needs in your 



































1. The choice of the topic 





































2. Supervision of the dissertation 
















































































3. The dissertation committee 
3.1. Composition of the dissertation committee  









3.1.2. Which persons are eligible to take a seat as lecturers in the dissertation 
committee who challenges the student’s dissertation (can it be someone 








3.1.3. Can a person be admitted to the committee who does not meet the above 
qualifications (e.g. a professional), if it is desirous? If so, who is authorized to 




























3.2. In case 2 (or more) supervisors of a different country or partner university are 








4. Mid-term deliverable / Preparatory assignment 


























































4.2.2.1. Are they graded and if so how (separately or as part of the course unit) 












































5. Form of the master dissertation 



































For ReMEIC we agreed 25.000 words, appendices, references and bibliography excluded. 
 





































5.6.4. In what way should the dissertation be submitted (in case of paper version, 





































7.3. If detected… 




































































8.3. Should the language of thesis be different from the official language of the 
university, is the student expected to write a summary of his/her dissertation’s 

















9.1. Procedure (written) 












































































































9.2.6. when the members of the committee have had an adequate opportunity to 
question the student, may the examination be opened to appropriate 




















9.3. Criteria (written) 





















































9.4. Criteria (oral) 




































9.4.5. Possibility of virtual presence of a member of the dissertation committee or 





































9.5.4. In case allocating 60 ECTS for the dissertation is not allowed at your university, 









10. Usage of data 



















































Differences in procedural rules of the university depending of who is the de facto main 
supervisor[W95][OP96] 
• Awarding credits for the mid-term deliverable 
EUR: no 
Ghent: yes 
• Official language of the university 
• Writing a summary if the dissertation is not written in the official language 
EUR: not mandatory, unless common sessions 
Ghent: yes 
• Referencing 
EUR: Only APA 
Ghent: free to choose, as long as it used consistently 
• Signing deposition stating student will not commit plagiarism 
EUR: Yes 
Ghent: No 
• Final grade determined by 
EUR: consensus 
Ghent: average 











Annex IX: List of current opportunities for internships  
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